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SUBJuCT: J. Denial that Witness issucd Directive allowing Lynching of 
Allied Flyers. 


@e Charges Pertaining to the Corps of Political Leaders, 


The witness, a business man, joined the party in 1926 because 
he was disgusted with the party stru:;1¢ which took place immediately after 
the First World War and believed that the National Socialist movement 
offered a new road to economic secur‘ t.e From 193) until 1940 the witness 
vas Referant on the staff of the Deput.r of the Fuchrer, In 1939 he par- 
ticipated in the Polish Campaign, From ane to 1943 he was Deputy of the 
Gaulciter in Upper Silesia, trod rebruary 1943 until the capitulation 
the witness was Gauleiter and Reichs jefense Commissar in the Gau Westphalia 
Sude Although the witness received the title of Gauleiter in June 1 1943, he 
did not have the full leadership until the Spring of 19) when Gauleiter 
Wagner diede (ppe 3456, 3457) 


I, Activities Relating to Article 6 of the Charter 


le Conditions in Bombed Areas of Germany == 
sentiments regarding Mob Action against 
ADRE ar 
Prior to qu“stioning with respect to a decree wiich was issued 
over his name on February 25, 1945 re carding the treatment of parachutin 
pilots, the witness bricfly delineated the situation within his Gau duri) 


the years 19 and 1945, He testified that the ee Westphalia Sud, over 
which he presided, was one of the industrial centers of the Reich, The air 
raids which became severe in the Sprin of 1943 hit not only military targets 
but residential areas as well, Praclically all of the witness! time as 
Gauleiter and Reichs Defense Commis:ar was devoted to the work of diminishing 
the effect of these raide upon the po ulation and alleviating the damage 

done by them, This Cntailed a great | al of work in securing rations and 
supplies and a large program of evacuation of the people of Westphalia to 
Pome rania, the Has tern nudeton, and Bader Alsace, There were a number of 
occasions on which allicd planes attack od peasants in the ficld, people 

going to their place of work, and ar^%cs which had no military significance 


(ppe 3457, 3458) 


The witness testified that he, as a soldier, always regarded the 
allicd flyers who were forced to perform cm Beh aie landings as soldicrs, 
He opposed non-military treatment of soldic Therefore, when the air 
attacks became very intense and the focling p the flyers was high 
he refrained, in his broadcast to th? people in his district over the 


ri oy from inciting the population against aviators who were shot dome 
(Pe3459 


The witness Estificd that a knew the contents of Domunouk ent R-1120, 

US 333, which was a directive of the Reichsfuchrer SS, dated August 10, — 10, > 
IONS; Which forbade the police to mix rere the affairs between Germa 

and snglish and American aviators who had to bale out of their plants, 
He te stifio dA that he received this directive in his capacity as Reich 
Defense Commissar but that he did not rome mber roceiving the accompanying 
letter signed by Brand, The witness t2stificd that this was an executiv” 
directive and had nothing to do with an Panty and he said that he did not 
circulate this directive to the lower levels (ppe 3 3459, 34,60) 
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The witness was shown another directive which cmanated from the 
Party Chancellery dated 30 May 19h); (Document PS 057). He testified that 
he was acquainted with this directivo, His abbontion was called to an 
accompanying letter of Fricdrichs in the Party Chancellery which directed 
that the ortsgruppenleiter should bo informed of it only orally, The 
witness stated also with respect to this document that he did not pass it 
along to the lower L vels eyen eet LG was in lin® with the theme of the 
day "People's Justice against Anglo=.m°rican Aviators", He stated that he 
refrained from publishing this directive because his CsscCntial attitude was 
against such activitye. The witness said that he had a p°culiarity of not 
circulating ord¢rs of which he did not approves, (p.. 360) 


The attention of the witness was called to an article of the 
RCichs Minister for Propaganda, Gocbb°ls, published in the "Volkischcer 
Beobachter" on 29 May 194) which stated among other things that it was 
unbearable to think of using German police and soldicrs against German 
people who had treated murderers of children according to their just descrts, 
The witness remarked that if this was the same article, which he remembered 
as having been broadca St, he and Reichs Marshall Got ring had discussed its 
theme at about the time of its publication, Go°rin: “xpress¢d vioOws which 
coincided with thòs? of the witness; namely, that mob abbasi against allicd 
flycrs were MONE e He explained to the witness that the military leaders 
had great use for the statements mad? by pilots, (Pe 3461) 


2e Explanation of Decree Bearing Witness! Name which 
Allowed a Mob Action against Parachuting Pilots 


a2 ee > eee 








The witness was shum a dircctive dated 25 February 19h, Docue 
ment 15h, US 325. Defense counsel ez ic d the attention of the witness to 
the fa Faot that this document appearcd to have com? over the teletype or 
some othe r lone=distanc® communication medium, Tho witness tcstificd that 
the document was a message which had been received by a conference switch= 
Goed and was not one which he wrote with his om hand, He testificd that 
his command post was on Harkort gen ee and that he was connected with 
various krcislcitcrs by telephone, (pe 3462) y 

He stated that the circumstances under which this telephonic _ 
report which was attributed to him was issucd as follows: Toward the cnd 
of Fobruary in 19) the gau staff office chicf of the witness, whose name 
was Stucve, submitted to the witness tho outline of a directive to party 
and state offices regarding the treatment of allicd flyers who had made 
emergency landings, The witness Climinated from the outline everything 
which concerned the party so that it then applicd only to the Reichs Defénse 
Commission, He initialed th? outline after such delctions had been madee 
Leter a clean copy was submitted to him, Th° witness did not sign the clean 
copy b°cause as he thought it over his old scruples against popular action 
applicd to allicd fly°rs returned to him, In addition, the directive CON 
tained an order to the police and h° had no jurisdiction over the police 
in his se ea as Reich Defense Commissar, In this capacity, he had had 
some difficulty with various police leaders who wished to extend their 
authority. hae 31,6), ) 


The attention of the witness was called to the fact that the 
distribution list of Document 154, US 325, under discussion, indicated that 
Krcisleighters were to bo informed of ite He was aske d why kreisloiters 
had to be informed of something which did not concern the party but just 
concerned the Reichs Defense Commission, He stated that the kreis °Lters 
received a copy for information only. (pe 3464, 34.65) 


The attention of the witness was called to the fact that with 
respect to directives issued in his capacity, as “Reichs Defense Commissar, 
he should not have had as his advis sor, Mr, Stucve, but a Reich Defense 
Refor nte. Defense counsel asked him howit was that the Reich Defense 
Referent was not charged with the directive after it had been ¢climinated 
as a Party Order and had been changed to a Reich defenso mattCre H° was 
asked why the Referent did not get in touch with him, ‚The witness answered 
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that he could not understand how it w*s that he foiled to hear from the 
Rofcrent becaus® it was the rule that any initial outline before it was 
issucd had to be submitted again to the Defense Commissar by the Referente 
(De 31,65 ) S 

By way of swmation, defens^ counsel asked the witness how it 
was possible that the dircetiv® could have been issucd over the conference 
switchboard to any outside office when he had refused to sign the clean l 
copy, had directed Stucve not to allo.’ the directive to be iesucd, and he 
hod not been contacted by the compet » Reich Defense Refcront,. Tho 
witncoss answered that he learned of tho issuance of the dircetive only 
during his internment after the cnd of the war, He testificd that he could 
not understand how it was that this directive was issucd,, The only thing 
hat he could say was that in on® way or another the telephone message 
went through,e. He stated that bo tween t° time when he had revised the first 
outline with Stucve andthe time when the directive went out an air raid 
had interventd, He testificd that L°fore the planes reached thcir target 
the whole communications apparatus wis put in motion and that it was possible 
that this particuler directive was given over the telephone along with other 
directives, He admitted that this Cxplanation was just a conjecture e 


(p a 3466) 


On cross Cxamination the vit “:3 was asked whether he was sureCste 
ting that his chicf of staff issucd %. ls order without his authority. He 
answered that he bolicved that oven ts man did not know that the order 
slipped oute He also ig er that u did not know of any other orders 
which slipped out and he admitted that the order as it went forth was in 


direct contradiction to his owm vicws on the subject. He conceded that his 
krcislceitcrs probably knew his attitude on this matter and when a prosecuting 
attorn°y asked him whether he thought they must have bcn surprised to sec 


this Sa acne order he stated that he did not belicve that the kreise 


Leiters over received it, Since tho capitulation he has ‘talked with some of 
these kois ite rs and these men told him they did not r°ccive that order, - 
fio admitted, howeve Ty that the docuntnt —— had becn shown him and had 
been roco sived by the Tribunal was in the nature of a receipt over the ` 


telephone of the message from his Caan pee as it was received at the 
Kroigleitor'ts onds The witness then °xplaincd that, although the kreiss 
Leiter must have been very much surprised at the order in view of his 
pr°vious knovm aalis they had no we, of knowing whether this order ~ 
Cnanatcd from the witness or was merciy an order from a higher source wh. ch 
the witness transmitted, (pp, 2932, 2933) 


- 


The prosecuting attorney csod the witness how it was that non? 
of his kreislcitcrs Cver mentioned this surprising order to him, The 
witness answered that it had never Loon shown how many krcislciteors actually 
received that order, (Pe 2933) 


paan ..- 


An order of Hoss, dated March 13, 1940, which Cnelosed a dircetive 
about the behavior of people in the oe of landings of enemy planes or 
parachutists, Document PS 026, US ae as shown to the witncess. 


This 
document directed that ene my parachut’ ats were to be arrcsted or rendered 


harmless It was a top sCerct docw “i and was to be disseminated only to 
Krcislciters, Ortsgruppcnlcitcrs, BCL) onle itcrs and Blocklcitcrs, Trang- 
mission by official orders, poste rs, pr°ss or radio was prohibited, The 
witness was asked whether he would agree that th words "rendered harmlcss" 
in this dircctive could mcan only that such airmen should be Climinatcd, 
H? answered that it was quite possible that these words meant only that 
such men wore to be disarmed at onc’, “a prosecuting attorney then aske 
the witness why, if this were so, it was necessary to give this document 
a scerct classification, He answ cred tha t he believed (but was not surc ) 
that the transmission of the document had been handle d by the M.0.Be 
(liobilization Scetion) De Cpariment which was in the habit of ovor-cla issifying 
all sorts of documents. The witness did concede that ho would not have 


stamp°d such a dircetive scercte (pp, 2935, 2936, 2937, 2938) 


On eross Cxamination reference” was again mad? to Document Ë 110 
US 333, which forbade the interference of the police in clashes between 


a. ee 
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the Germans and English ahd American flycrs. The witness admitted tha at he had 
rocctived this order in his capacity «¢ Reich Defense Commissar, In re- 

sponse to questioning he testific tat , Himmler requested that the order 
should be circulated to Gaulciters mcr ly so that they might be informeds 

The witn®%ss insisted that Gaulcitcrs h d no authority over the police, The 
witness stated that he disapproved of this order and he was asked whother 

he had directed it with other Gaulcit¢crs, H° re plicd that Gaulciters neCtings 
were not discussions but merely occasions on which the Gauleitcrs listen cq 


to pertinent lectures, When pressed for a more res ponsive answer the 
me Ss auc that Gauilcite rs did not ee this order among thcemsclveg 
Scause it was considered too risky, He asked whether an order for 


velco SO pe that one would a ooh, consider it worthy of 
discussion, and he answered that he did not believe that this was an 
order for murder, (pps 2939, 2940) a 
On redirect Cxamination the witness offered a further explanation 
as to the maning of the words "to make harmless" in the directive of H°sSe 
H^ stated that it was his impression that this rcfcrred to the necessity to 
prevent the parachutists from destroying their not°s and cards, (ppe 2955, 
2956, A | 5 
Document PS 057, "IS 329 was again shown to th° witness by the 
prosecuting attorney, This ord°r of iri Party Chanc@lory prohibited police 
action or criminal proceCcdings again... chose who participated in incidents 
against allicd flyers, The witness t stificd that he did not bclicve that 
this order had slipped out by mista, He roitcrated that he disapproved 
of this order and he stated his belic.: that this order also was issued to © 
Gauleciters and Krcislciters purely as a matter of informe tion. He believed 
that this order itsclf was s ont dovm through party channcls because come 
plaints from the people concerning the actions of allicd flyers had gone 
yp through party chann°ls, The witness was asked by the pros ccuting 


e pinili whether it was not a fact ti: 5 this order was s Cnt to Gaulcitcrs, 
Kroislciters, and Ortsgruppe nloiters | | cause they were the officials who 
wore in a position to incite the peoc to lynch airmen, and they could 


ansvwor the complaints of the people ts r saying "why don't you lynch the 
next airman that comes", The witness answered that this nie a matter of 
opinion, (pe 2943) S 

| The contents of the order wich bore the name of the witness was 
called to his : atte ntions; to wit, that fighter and bomber pilots shot dovm 
Wor, on princ iple, not to be probe ected a; gains st the indignation of the 


ocople, The order stated that the witne 35 pcceted that all police office 
wili refuse to A protection to thse nea r types The witness was 
asked, in vicw € the conto nts of this order and of the speech of Gocbbeis, 


the ord°or of feos, and the order cmanating from the Chanccllary,(all referred 
to in the imucdiatcly preceeding paraviaphs of this summary) whether it was 
not a remarkable coincidence? that i? order bearing his nam®, which was 

in complete conformity with the scentt..°nts stated in the other orders should 
just "have happened to slip out", The witness answered that the true fa ts” 
wore as he had already stated them, The prosccuting attorney then asked t! eC 
witness whether it was not ^n extraordinary thing that such a surprising 
ordcr should not have been eyer mentioned to the witness by his Kreislcitcr, 
This question was not answered by the itness, (PP o 29), 3—29)1) ) 


3% Other Charges Relating to the Corps of Political 
Lead "3 
(a) The Church 
.... ., fhe witness stated that When ht became Gauleiter in 19h43 ono 
ot his first directives stated that h“ did not wish to hear any churches 





tara arguncntss He stated that h` himself was a panthcist and that 
nc y spected the opini. ons of others ‘ refus Q Id to do anything wh ich W ould 
take away from them something which icy believed they were im need of, ` 


Within his Gau he had no di ficulties with cither Christian denominations e 
The witness cited as an Cxample of his om cooperative attitude with the 
church authoritics the fact that he had accon yplished the revocation of a 
rulc which forbade church, services prior to 11 o!clock on any morning 
following an air alarme (ppe 2920, 2921) 


aE TS 
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On cross Cxaminetion the witness stated that he did not bolicve 
that the policy of the Naxi Party was to suppress the influcnce of the 
churches but that it was a policy of separation g church and statę On 
this question a statement from Document. De75 was read to the witness which 
said thet National Socialism and Christian conce cha arc irreconcilable and 
also that the National Socialist ideology was far lofticr than the concepts 

£ Christianity, which ®sscntially stemed from J°wrye The conclusion statcd 
in this Docunent was that, therefore’, the German people did not nocd 
Christianity, The prosCccuting < attorney asked the witness whether this 
sounded as if the party was advocating separation of church and state, or 
Wan’ ‘ry it sounded more like suppression of the church The witness answered 
thot this circular of Bormann represented his private LE He was ask°dy, 
then, why it was sent to the Gaulcitcrs. He answered that Bormann probably | 
wanted to inform the Gaulciters of his private views and he also called 
scab nk to the fact that within a vory short time a sp°cial order of Hitler 
iow this ordre (ppe 29h46, 2945) 
(v3 The . WS 4 p 
The witness stæ ed that h was Kreisantsl¢ iter in Bromen at the 
timc of the Jewish boycott in 17336 He stated that there were only n few 
g in Bremen but conceded that the rowspaper Stuermer was distributed 
there, Thc witness testified that he pile Fy Mr | eg dto the distribution 


methods used by Streicher with respect to this publication, and when he was 
called to the Staff of the Deputy of the Aen or was able to procure 
a decision that the Stucrmer would s 3° considered a party political 


publicrtione (ppe 29214 2922 ) 


-os —_ 


At tho time of the antieJorish activitics in November 1938 the 
witness was Roferent on the Stari of the Deputy of the Fuchrer,. He stated 
that prior to the 9th of November he knew nothing about the proposed anti- 
Jewish activities, On the m morning cf the 9th, he heard that during the 
preceding night there had been a big row on the Obcr Salzberg and the 
LeitcreineChicf, Fricdrichs, had becn ordered to telephone to all | 
Oayloiters and direct them not to take any part, The witness stated that he 
was in such a peathege that if participation in these anti-Jcwish activ Ltics 

ad been contemplated by the political leaders on the Staff of thè Deputy 
of the Fuchrer, ne Ci ertainly wo uld have heard about it, There Lore, ho Dee 
licved that his own lack preelknowl dge of these demonstrations vi a 
proof that the scent of solitieal 2 nadere had nothing to do with them, 

(pe 2923) 


On cross Cxamination the .itncess was asked whether he agreed 
with the basic ideas of Hitler on such subjects as race theories, the 
Jowish persecution, and the disregarding of pacts? He answered that a 
saulcitcr of the Naxi party would stand by the race principles of the 
National Socialist Party, anl that h> approved of them otherwise he would 
not have btcome Gauleiter in the Part , (De 2953) 


4 


On redirect Cxamination the witncs: 
ments with the racial theories; h> : t 


z C xol Vin? d Ag 4 he by ro) gre Cos 
that he desired to brin 


l IYU g tHe 
ratio of the Jewish people in the key posi tions of the state offices down 
to tho ratio which their population bore to the entire population of 
nye Ho stated that after the seizure of power the people were ~ 
informed that Jows would be deporte: o ypc reo or to the Last after 
the ware Tho people never heard abow the ext rmination of the Jews 
Although h? did remember that on the “th of Fobruary, 1945, Hitler 
geht st should Germany lose the war, those who started the war would not 

ect away with it", Ho stated that cven at that time he did not suspect 
aG uring those yoars millions of Jews had been Cxterminated and that 
he had no inkling of that fact until he arrived in the witness house At 


Nurnb*rge (ppe 2953 » 2957, 2 958) 


(c ) Con ‘Ont LN LEL Ov) Gi oe 


Qe see —_— ee ON a 


In his Gau, Westphalia South, thore were no concentration camps. 
Furthermore, the witness stated, h° did not know of anyone having been 
thrown into. 2 concentration camp from his district during his term of 
office, Hoe did admit that it was possible that the Gcstapho had accom- 
plished some arrests and some deportations to concentration camps ine 
dependently, He didn't know anything about that because the Gcstapho 
offices were not subordinate to hime (pe 2924) 
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The witness testified that in 1936 or 1937 he was in Dachau and 
also that he accompanied Himmler on a visit to Auschwitz in 191, He was 
asked whether he had seen any incinerators which were us ed for the pure 
pose of burning hundreds of thousands of? corpses, He stated that two _ 
new incinerators had been constructed in Auschwitz at the timc he was thor’. 
From the conversations betwoen Himmler and the Camp Commandant ho Learned 
that these incine rators were uscd to burn the bodics of those who had dicd 
in the normal course of Cvents, This L° belicved to be an oxccOdingly 
hycicnic measure, H? was shown urns wh" ch he was told were sent to members 
of the familicss Hc himself did not notice anything which appcared to be 
transgression of ordinary huma ig Mette had The witness tcstificd that his 

Visits to these camps were not at all | . the line of his dutics as a political 
eel (pp, 292h, 2925, 2926) y AAC 2 

On cross Cxamination the witness was asked whothcr it occurred 
to him that the death rate at Auschwitz must have been extraordinarily high 
in order to require two brand new inc’ raters to dispos © of the bodics of 
those’ who came to a natural death witi i. the campe . Ho ate ted that a city 
of 30,000 cople might also need facilitics to take en ro of its dead, . When 
the itno ss was pressed on the ‘point of whether ig incinerators did not 
arous® his suspicions, he stated that h°, as Doputy Gauleiter at that time, 
concerned himself with party matters and had no desire to inspect prisons 


or sanitariums e He was asked whether the mere circumstance of these ine 
cincrators did not put him on inquiry as a secont ordinary individual, He 


stated that he was forbidden to make amy inquirics or ask any questions 
about this and he was asked whcthcr this circumstance was not a further 
suspicious circumstance e (Phe § ei are 2918) 
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The witness was okt sd sba E NE DD a, people who saohapongeee 1 the 
sures of the state authoritics and the answer that within his district 
ho Cneouraged "pro=national" DE pep which was constructive ae: not 
negative, He testified that he create) a Board for the purpose of listening 
to such criticisms, — (De 2924) 
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Foreign Lavor 
‘he witness E s d that in his Gou everything possible was don: 
to create a good situation for forcign laborcrs, He directed the close ine 
sp°ction of food which was given to the Russian workers and caused an ine 
ercase in the daily quantity o? calori: given thom, Certaintests with res 
spect to the food given to 10,000 wor': crs in his Gau proved the correctness 
of his theory that an incr nase in calorics resulted in increased efficioncy 
among the workers, The witness testili`d that he did not know of oy case of 
ill-treatment of foreign laborers, but he conceded that such incidents might 
have happenede He stated that it was the particular concern of the roprc- 
sentatives of the piston Labor Front tint the forCign workers should be 


r 


treated well because it was only in this way that their output was naintaincds 
He stated that during the period of i: “iso bombing attacks, industries saw 
to it that their "darlings" were well i< “Abed a and woll fed, The witness 


himself by his silence consented to th? use of the Black Market in Holland 
for tho focding of forcign workers. (ppe 2926, 2927) 


On cross examination the witness was referred to Document D-338 

which was a special roma: report by a camp and works doctor at Essen 
dated July, Ubi, i and was addressed to the Insurance Doctors Association 
o? Gormany ae to a Ajatu on a gau staff, by the name of Dr, Heinze This 
document sct forth the deplorable conditions in the sick bay hut for workers 
at Ravenhcrst Camp, The witness stated that ae was not prepared to give 
testimony in connection with this document because it did not rolate to 
mattors within his gaug Fis attcntion was ca Tod to the fact that it was sent 
to the professional medical advisor to a gaulci 1t°r, and he was also asked 
whether it was not truc that the gaulei*: bs had the respons ibility of ine 
spCcting the slave labor ¢mployed in in ‘ustrye He said that this was not 
truc, His attention was parari to . scument PS 3b which was issued brr 
Sauckel in May, 1942, which placed the rĉsponsibility for the care of foreign 

abor with the German Labor front, and “thon stated that the Gaulcitcr would 
have the right of inspection so as to insure execution of Sauckcl's orders 
The witness stated that although he was Dep niy Gaulciter at the time of this 
order, he did not know of it. The witnu`ss was next shown Document PS 205 








000 


which directed that a firm but just teratment should b? ex ended to foreign 
workers and that injusticcs, insults, i trickerics, and mistrcatments must be 

discontinucd, He was asked why it was necessary for Bormann to direct the 
discontinuznee of such treatment unless it was true that forcign workers- 
had been mistreated in some fashion, vio witness answered that he belicved 
that in this circular, Bormann was tro- smitting arat wish s upon the 
ocession of SauckeL's first taking over the direction of forcign labor in 
Gormanye (ppe 2943, 2949, 2950, 39e], 2952) 


—- -_ 


On redirect Cxamination' the witness stated that ho bolicved that 
the report of the representative of th” DAF. that in som? community camp the 
rain pourcd into the barracks indicoting that some political leaders wa inted 
to stop this not °xtré ordinary condition in fulfillment of his dutics rather 
than that a political lcader was derci’.ct in his dutics, The witness stated 


also that in the beginning of the war most Germans thought that Russian 
prisoners of war were bad people, Later they ser out that they were cx- 


ccllcnt workers and the fecling against them re scdcda, He conceded that 
it was quite possible that during th? Carly says individual farmers may hav 
uscd measures which were not correct i. their treatment of Russian prisoners 
of war, At any rate the witness did ot believe that any such incidents had 
anything to do with the corps of political lSadSrse (pe 2957) 
(£) Ainsatastab Rosenberg 

The wItnëss was aaa GCOS LE Oe hE concerning the 
Einsatzstab Rosenborg, He remembered having met a man in Kicv “who showed 
him a Russian painting Cxhibit, but other than this incident he heard _ 
nothing about the plundering of art objects until after the capitulation, 
He attributed his lack of knowledge or information on this subject to the 
fact that the Einsatzstab Rosenberg was active in forcign countries e 
(0s 2928 

| (g) Prolongai tion of War - Destruction ecree 

The witness was asked when it was that ce cae to the realization 

that Germany was no longer in a position to win World War Two, The 














Sommissioner asked defonse counsel git = considered such testimony of any 
importance an: on what grounds he as ed that other people would have a 


Sinileor opinion, Th* counscl for th Political Leadership Corps stated 

thet if a man who hi ieee positions as important as gaulciter and Reichs Dc.*2nse 
Coruiissar did not realize that mek NAG no hope for victory until shortly 
befor? the collapse, it would be a fair inference for the Tribunal to drav 
that officials in the lower *“rades of Block Leiter and Ortsgruppcnlcitcr 
would be at least squally dec? dived by itler, Gocbbels and company, With 
this °xplanation the witness was al) suca to proceed, He then testific d that 
he bolicved the recurrent assurances of Po ce made by Hitler before the 


war, The witness nah said that in. ary, 1945, hoe attended a mecting 

at the Party Chancery to which Adolph Hite r said that he hoped to bring about 
peace by Fall, he algo te tified that Doctor Ley had informed him that Hitler 
had told him (Ley) that he sagt ) arily had something but that he did not 
specify what it was because he knew th % Ley y could not keep his mouth shut, 
The witness said that as Late as th 2 = of April he belicved in miracle 


capons, and that 2% was in complete 20d faith that he encouraged his 
Cople of the Gau Westphalia South to «cCCp goings (De 2930) 

When at last the witness learned that all was lost he disregarded the 
dstruction directive of the Fubhrer. Not es did he specifically countore 
mand these orders but he also sent his Staff Officer, Chief Streuve, to 

ichleiter Bormann with a protest, ihe staff office chicf was orde rod to 
“xrcute this directive and the witness thereupon | cxpiained to Reich Minister 
Specr why he found it impossible to follow this order, Specr submitted the- 
obj°ctions of the witness to the Furhrer and the aitdaetbum: was withdrawn. 
The witness also objected to the order for evacuation which would have caused 
him to put his people out on the street during bombing attacks 


Summarized bys 


Je Se CONWAY 
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SUBJECT: 1. Tasks, aims, activities, end methods of the Security 
Folice in Denmark, the Netherlands, and Norway from 
1940 to 194.4. 


2. Deportation of French statcsmen and gonerals and 
treatment accorded thom. 


4fter having finished his legal oducation, witnoss became 
juzo in 1937. He was Senior Assistant Judee in police office in 
Coblonz. Then ho was Folitical Consultant for the Government and 
in 1959 had the same position in Dussoldorf. With the wer he became 
Consultant of the Inspector of Security Poliee and after tho occupa- 
tion of the Netherlands waë omployod in the same capacity in Denmark, 
doing administrative work in t.°> o°fice of the commender-in-chicf of 
polico, In 1940 he was transferred to the Reichsministry of the In- 
terior end commandeered to the Office of Secret State Police. He was 
in @harge of the division which dealt with Western uropean questions 
until 1943 when he was transferred to the Chief of State Police in Den- 
mark and took over the Office of Gostapo Department Four. He joined 
the Party on 1 December 1932 end became an SS man by reason cf the 
"coordinating decree" of October or November 1939, with the highest 
rank of Sturmbannfuchrer. 


I. Activities Relating to Article 6 of tho Charter 


l. Participation of Gestapo in occupation 
of Denmark 


Witness testified, from his experience in Holland, that no 
proparations for work in Western Europe were made by the Gestapo. 
Gestapo officials in Holland learned of the occupation of Norway and 
Denmark and of the Western offensive through the newspapers. 


Denmark had accepted Gormany's ultimatum and its sovereignty 
was recognized by Germany. Tho German plenipotentiary in Denmark added 
about 10 or 15 mon from the Criminal Police and the State Police to his 
staff. In the beginning these men had neither oxecutive powers nor 
authority to do intelligence work. These officials cooperated with the 
Danish police and conferred with them on current police problems. Tho 
Danish drmy continued to oxist. 


This office of the Roich's rlonipotentiary in Denmark was 
instituted about the fall of lýs cna at that timo was held by Dr. Bests 
The Office of Police Attache was created by the Foreign Office and the 
sostapo office so as to coordinate police work in Denmark with continued 

ocoznition of Danish sovereignty. This attache was under the Foreign 
Office, the different Reich police officos and the Reich's plenipotcn- 
tiary. 


dicts of sabotage began to increase in Denmark which brought 
a strained relationship between these countries and led to an increase 
in the police forcos in Denmark. At that time there were about 40 offi- 
cials. Tho Gestapo maintained that this sabotage was intended to provoke 
Germany to stricter moasures so as to stimulate > resistance movement 
anong the poople. 
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The witness was sont to Copenhagen in December 1942 as 
Deputy Chief of Amt IV for the purpose of studying conditions there. 
Danish officers wore entrusted with the task of maintaining order and 
violations were punishod by Danish courts. However, in 1943 a stato 
of nartial law was declared and the Danish Army was disarmed. These 
measures were necessary because of an increase in sabotage and, to 
prevent the Danish Army from initiating hostile activities in the rear 
of the Gorman forcese The Danish Government withdrew, 300 Danish 
nationals were arrested and it was then that the deportation of Danish 
Jews was startod. 


The Hisher SS and Police Leader was the highest police offi- 
cial in Denmark and controlled the Order Police, the Security Police, 
tho Waffen-SS, Danish SS formations, and the Schallburzg Corps. Ho was 
inmediatoly subordinate to the Reichsfuchrer SS and in the sphere of 
police work was of equal rank with the military commandor and tho Reich 
plonipotontiary in Denmark. 


The Office of Chief of Security Police was then organized in 
Denmark. Its head was the commandor and the departments wore: (1 and 2) 
Porsonnel and Administration, (3) SD, (4) State Police, (5) Criminal 
Police, (6) Intolligence. Liaison offices of the Security Police, the 
SD, and the Frontier Police Commissary Offices wore dispersed through 
tho country. The Chief of Securit: Police and SD was under the juris- 
diction of the Higher SS and Police Leader but under conditions of com~ 
bat or martial law he was to be under the military commandor-in—chiocf. 


Orcers were given to tho Gestapo offices by the Higher 55 
and Police Leador, by the Reich Main Security Office and by the Roich 
plenipotentiary in Denmark. Military commander had jurisdiction over 
the Security Police in the event of martial law. Basic instructions 
were roccived from the Reich Main Security Office and directives on 
current local problems came from the Higher SS and Police Leader. The 
branch offices of the Security Police were separated from those of tho 
SD on the request of police that police officials should bo in charge 
of such offices but the SD often had charge of liaison offices. 


The Secret Ficld Police hed small part in police work in 
Denmark and in 1944 two groups of this organization were sent to 
Denmark and absorbed by the Socurity Police. 


Twenty-five or 30 percent of Department Four consisted of 
officials from the Criminal Department of the State Police and this 
nucleus was supplemented by Secret Military Polico officials and by 
draftees and by Danish nationals. 


The mission of Depart.tc..t Sour of the Security Police was to 
protect the Gorman Army and to prevent the dissemination of reports 
regarding Gormany by sources in Donmark. As chicf of this dopartmont 
witness had to cooporate with tho Danish polico who were ontiroly indo- 
pendent and committed only to a cooperation with the German Socurity 
Police within tho framowork of the mission of the latter., An effort 
was made to uso Danish polico in combatting sabotazo and a list of 
porsons arrestod by tho Security Police officials was supplicd the 
Danish police. The Security Police considered that the cooperation 
of the Danish police was unlikely and began to carry cut its work 
indepondentiy. In order to obtain the loyalty cf tho Danish police 
and to comply with an order within the Reich, the Security Police en- 
trusted to the Danish police the duty of takinz caro of the familics 
of people who had been arrestede It was the practice of the German 
polico to hand over Danish people to be tried by the Danish courts, 
especially those who had been apprehended while allowing Danish nationals 
of tho Jewish faith to fleo to Swedon. <A similar procedure was followed 
with rospoct to a Mrs. Moyor who had boen accused of a political crime 
but whose offense was really of a purely criminal character. State 
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Police bolicved that it was futile to expect tho Danish police to comply 
in measures connected with purcly German interest, such as the resistance 
movement and that they could be employed reliably only for measures con- 
Gucivs te the interests of the Danish. 


This lack of confidence in Danish police was found to be justi- 
fied and in December 1944 the Hizher SS and Police Leader dissolved the 
Danish Police Force as the last bearers of arms in Denmark and deported 
a number of these policemen to Germany. A zood part of the rosistance 
movement had been traced to their doors. Dissolution was carried out 
by the Order rolice with some individual assistance by Gestapomon in the 
sccuring of documents and files. 


In order that furthor bitterness should not be engondered, 

the Gestapo managed to save from deportation Danish pclicomon over 55 
years of age and also to delay the devortation procedure until consont 
could be procured for the sending of these men to prisoner of war camps 
rather than to concentration camps. Later the Gestapo sent a number of 
commissicns into the camps and sclected individuals for return to Den 
mark. The Gestapo was also able to arrange for the sending of packages 
to the deported officials through the medium of the Danish Red Cross. 


The retulation which required the care of members of the 
families of people who had been arrested was continued after the dis- 
solution of the Danish police by the Security Police., Under this 
resulation each family membor was to receive information of the arrest- 
ing and after 14 days each family member was allowed to write letters 
and to send packazes and to see the arrested person from time to time. 
Wherever possible, informaticn was ziven as tc the reascnable cause and 
probable length of the arrest. Discussions were held with officials of 
the Danish Foreizn Ministry concerning important individual arrests and 
specific matters relatine tc the treatment of prisoners. Some lawyers 
wero selected to represent these families. The Director of the Red 
Cross was able to call special cases to the attention of the authoritics, 
to send Christmas zifts anc special rations of meat and a Danish physician 
could be procured to examine inmates on the roquest of the family. 


The Gestapo protested to the RSHA rezardinz counter-espionage 
measures which it thouzht were calculated to intensify resistance move- 
ment and were contrary to Gestapo resulations. As a result, the Gestapo 
was excluded from enforcing these measurese However, zeneral measures 
for the prevention of sabotase, such as the curfow and prohibiting the 
use of taxicabs, were enforced by the Gestapo. 


Someone persuaded the Reic’sfuechrer that it was advisable to 
deport members of the Danish Arn vo Germany. This was described in 
Document D 547 G.B. 488. The combined efforts of the Gestapo, the 
Reich plenipotentiary and other German offices wore able to suppress 
this order. 


The "nacht und nebel decree" was issued by the 0O.K.W. after 
consulting the Ministry of Justice but without advance notice to the 
Gestapo, which disapproved of the decree because it provided for inter- 
rovations and trials at a place dcistant from the locality of the crime 
and because it would have the effect of intensifying the resistance 
movement. For these reasons this widely published decree was never 
carried out in Denmark. . 


The "bullet decree" was never put into effect in Denmark nor 
was the "commando decree". Witness had nothing to do with the Einsatz- 


gruppen. He knew only that formations of Security Police were annexed 
to the Army. 


Gestapomen at first went unarmed with only officers carrying 
Service pistols but later arming of all personnel with automatic pistols 
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was made possible by seizure of weapons from the civilian population. 


2. Participation of Gestapo ~ Occupation of Nerway 
and the Netherlands 





The erganization of the Security Police in Norway and the 
Netherlands at the beginning of the occupation was under the leadership 
of the Chief of the Security Policc. Under him were: Departments Ono 
and Two, Administration and Business; Department Three, SD; Department 
Four, Security Police; Department Five, Permanent Police; and Dopart- 
ment Six, Foreign Intelligences In addition, in Norway there were 
commandos of Security Police and SD sub-divided according to the plan 
above and in the Netherlands there were commanders of the Security 
Police at first whose offices were changed in September 1940 into 
liaison offices. The Office of Security Police was under the juris- 
diction of the Higher SS and Police Leader and of the RSHA and also 
subordinate to the Reich Kommissar, which in turn were subordinate 
to the Fuchrer. In the beginning these offices were almost exclusively 
composed of Gestapo cffices but they were later supplemented by officers 
of the CRIPO and the Security Militery Police who had been drafted under 
emerzency regulations. The amalgamation of these offices was carried 
out in Norway and the Netherlands in a fashion similar to that described 
for Denmark and the duties, actions, and goals of the Security Police 
were about the same in Holland and Norway as they were in Denmark, 
namely, to keep up law and order and to guard the German Army and German 
interests. In the case of martial law being declared when a particular 
locality should become an area of operation, the military command would 
have jurisdiction over the Gestapo but the Reich Kommissar in Norway 
forestalled this possibility by enacting a civilian martial lew which 
retained power in the Gestapo. The occasion for this law wes a series 
of attacks on German police in Amsterdam and Rotterdam. 


On cross examination witness was not willing to concede that 
burning of houses as reprisal for sabotage actions was a criminal act. 
He did admit it was inefficient police work and maint2zined that the 
Gestapo shared the viewpoint that only persons who had been proven 
guilty should be shot. When rr-sz2a, he admitted that shooting of 
hostages w2s criminal and maintained that that was the type of thing 
which "we were fighting against". He stated his opposition to the 
deportation of people fror homes into concentration camps without 
regard of individual responsibility and to the use of tactics of 
torture. It was for these reasons that his department opposed Terboven. 


On further cross examination regerding clearing murders 
(where a German was killed a Dane should be killed) and counter sabo- 
tase (where a plant producing for Germany was destroyed one producing 
for Denmark should be destroyed) the witness insisted that these measures 
were not carried out by the Gestapo. Witness knew that Hannecken, Dr. 
Best, and General von Brauchitsch attended a conference at the Fuchror's 
Headquarters on 380 December 1943. He did not know of the reported pres- 
ence of Himmler, Kaltenbrunner, Keitel, Jodl, end Schmundt, but he was 
told by Mildner after his return from Berlin that Mildner had been re- 
placed by Bovensiefen as head of the Security Police because Mildner 
had not pursued a sufficiently agzressive counter-sabotage attitude. 
Bovensicfen told him that it was Hitler's orders that Danish sabotage 
against German industry was to be met by similar acts against Danish 
industry without regard to responsibility. The Gestapo could not pre- 
vent the carrying out of this order at first but later he protested it. 


Mildner ordered the murder of Kaj Munk and he used 2 group 
called the Peter Group which had come to Norway for that specific 
purpose. 


When Bovensiefen suecceded Mildner he ordered the compiling 
of "A" list of intellectuals and pelitically suspect persons who could 
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be arrested in time of crisis, This list was later used by a commando 
group that carricd out murders from it but the witness did not know of 
its use for this purpose when he supytied it. Gestapomen in Denmark 
know of the activity carried’c.it by the Peter Group but had no pre- 
knowledge of it by reason of word from higher headquarters. In the 
carrying out of the arrest of Danish policemen for deportation to German 
concentration camps under the orders of Hannecken and by moans of Peter 
Group with a member of the Socurity Police, cach unit was so accompanied 
in order to secure the files and other material that was in the police 
stations. | 

When the Danish police had been gathered on to a transport in 
the harbor, the witness and some companions went out and brought back 
leading police personnel whom they knew and trusted. This was done partly 
with the consent of Hannecken and partly on the initiative of the Gestapo. 


Witness himself never carried on a third degree interrogation. 
He assigned an expert criminal Kommissar, named Weise, to carry out the 
third degree interrogation of Colonel Timroth. Confronted with statements 
of Tinmroth with respect to physical mistreatment and beatings, the witness 
repeated that the military resistance group under Timroth had shot 50 
German soldiers in the back from a gas station but expressed his impres- 
sion that Weise had gone beyond the preseribed limits for third degree 
interrogations. 


On redirect examination the witness stated that the reason the 
Gestapo was opposed to reprisals against civilians for resistance move- 
ment activity was that a member of the resistance considered himself 
art of a fighting Army and as such he was not deterred by the shooting 
of hostages and the burning down of villages. The best way of alleviat—- 
ing resistance activity was by removing the reasons for the resistance 
by means of a sensible German policy. 


When the Security Police moved into Holland, the Reich Kommissar 
ceclared that no Netherland citizen could be arrested by German pcelice 
officers without his consent. This law was rescinded late in 1940 at the 
time of the first resistance movement. Because Heydrich did not antici- 
pate any kind of riots he had ordered a reduction of the Security Police 
forces in Holland in September 1940, The Security Police did not agree 
that their forces should be reduced. 


Witness, from his activites in Berlin, know that in 1942 when 
+3 hostages were shot in Holland, Berlin protested this shooting to the 
Fuchrer's Headquarters and no further hostazes were shot. The witness 
did not kvow whether these shootings were carried out by the Security 
Police because he was not then in Holland. 


While witness was in Borlin the Gestapo office there attempted 
to bring about the recall af Reich Kommissar to Norway, Terboven, because 
tho latter adopted too strict a policy with respect to the resistance 
movement and succeeded only in aggravating the situation. This protest 
drought results. Mistreatments of prisoners were learned by Headquarters 
of RSHA in Berlin through the Norwegian White Book published in London, 
and. the Gestapo initiated an investigation which resulted in the recalling 
and disciplining of a Personal Aide to Terboven. 


5. Deportation of Jews from Denmark 

Shortly after the institution of the Office of Security Police 
an order came from the Foreign Office and the Reich Main Security Office 
in Berlin to initiate the deportation of Jews. The Security Police in 
Denmark opposed this measure b esrin- chey believed it would intensify 
the resistance mevement. A representative from Eichmann, Sturmbann- 
fuehrer Guenther, arrived in Copenhagen for this project and special 
Order Police were transferred from Berlin to carry it out. The Gestapo 
took no part in this project other than to supply individual officers, 
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to assist the Order Police, and to prepare and hand over a list from 
mneterial which had been given to the Security Police by the Reich 
plenipotentiary. The witness denied a statement from pages 3521 and 
3522 of the German Transcript of testimony before the Tribunal which 
reported that 8 or 10,000 Jowish people were seized and deported by the 
Germans. He estimated the number of deportees at 600. No seizure of 
Jewish property was carried out. Forcible entry of the premises which 
hed been occupied by the Jews'was prohibited by the Security Police and 
keys of the flats wore turned over to the Social Ministry. The only 
objects which were seized were those which had direct relation with 

the execution of illegal activitics. With respect to the final solution 
of the Jewish problem, witness had concluded, from his expericnce in the 
Gestapo office, the following objectives: first, ‘omizration of Jews 
for the purpose of work and, s:7% *, trans—settlement toward the East 
for the purpose of settlement." He learned nothing of the intention to 
exterminate the Jows until after the capitulation. Before that time he 
had heard of individual programs being carried out in Russia and in 
Poland. 


Eichmann had formerly been employed in Amt IV of the RSHA, 
as had been the witness, but Eichmann had an office of his own in an- 
other part of the city. He participated in conferences but no mention 
was ever made of his province. He had come from the SD and had no 
personal contact with the regular Gestapo officials. He rejected sug- 
sestions of the witness that the Gestapo be used in the deportation of 
Jewish people because of special knowledge, and apparently he considered 
departments other than his own as useless. The orcer of Jodl (Document 
U.K. 56 R.S. 355) issued 22 September 1943 directing the carrying out of 
the Jewish deportation by the Reichs fuchrer of the SS and the transfor 
of two battalions from Denmark for this purpose referred to Norway, the 
Netherlands, Belgium and France as well as to Denmark. This the witness 
know because of his position as head of Western Europe" Department of 
Ant IV. 


Of 350 casualtics of Department Four who died in connection 
with the resistance movement, 80 wore killed by British or Reds; 40 
were wounded by the same method; 40 to 50 shot by the resistance movo- 
mont; and 40 were wounded on the road. 


The fight against the resistance movement was extremely ciffi- 
cult and very severe. Gestapo officers were shot at from behind closed 
doors and there were many casualties on both sides. However, it is not 
truc as reported in S 666 and Z.. 317 that Gestapo officers shot Danes 
on purpose when they made arrests. The statement of this report that the 
shooting of hostages did not take place in Denmark is correct because the 
Army had made preparation for the arrest of hostages only in the event 
of an invasion and upon the suggestion of the Gestapo even these prepara- 
tions were dropped later on. On 29 sugust 1943 the Reich plenipotentiary 
or the Army ordered the arrest of distinguished people in Denmark and 
those were interned for a period of several months for the purpose of 
general security. When the office of the Gestapo was founded these 
people were released because there wes no complete accusation against 
then. 


Aside from the deportation of Danish nationals of Jewish faith 
and of the Danish police and the Danish resistance movement, the witness 
knew of no other deportation from Denmark to Germany. 


On cross examination it was elicited from the witness that 
when Eichmann sent his representative, Guenther, to Copenhagen to direct 
the evacuation of the Jews he and Mildner who was Chief of the SIPO and 
the SD had to assist Guenther. Witness insisted that he protested to 
Borlin to no avail. There was no Higher SS and Police Leader in Denmark 
at that time because Pancke arrived in November and this was in Septomber 
1943. Mildner flew to Berlin to protest the deportation and persuaded 
his chief, Mucller, to send a toletype to the Reichsfuehrer SS. After 
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Miliner's return they received an order from the Reichsfuechrer SS to 
carry out the deportation and then Sturmbannfuerrer Guenther arrived 
with two battalions of police to perform the job. 


The witness knew nothing of the deportation of Jews from 
Folland except that he had seen somo monthly roports regardinz the 
samce Ec coulc not give information concorning confiscation of Jewish 
property by tho Security Police in that country. 


Witness knew nothing of the testimony contained on 3519 of 
the Gorman Transcript rezarding the deportation of Jews from Camp 
Westobvorgz to Poland. This was handled by Eichmann who kept his own 
counscl. The Gestapo had nothinz to do with the securing of laborers 
Within Holland for Germany. These came under the Reich Ministry of 
Labor ena for the period of witness’! term in Hollana it was forbidden to 
arrest people who refused to work. 


+. Concentration Camps 


the Gestapo interpreted 2n order from Berlin allowing the 
deportation of arrested people in Denmark to concentration camps in 
Gormany to apply to those who under the existinz regulations wore to 
serve long terms in prison or those who were guilty of capital offenses. 
During the early days of the deportation selection according to this 
Sstcndsrd could not be‘made. 


The Security Police tccx part in the deportation of communists 
which is mentioned in Exhibit 666 RS 317 but these had been arrested 
by the Danish police at the outbreak of the German-Russian war. 


In 1913 witness saw the concentration camps at Dachau, Oranienburg 
anc. Suchonwalc. From his observation and what ho was told, conditions 
not seem bad and he considered the trensfer to a concentration camp 
preferable to the pronouncement of the death sentence by German courts. 
J--t, by reason of the increased death rate the Gestapo concluded 

t conditions could no longer te good. It tried to avoid sending 
cople to concentration camps and for this purpose established its 
ovr. camps at Froslev. Amore leniont attitude in Berlin enable? thom 
to carry out this policy. There were no concentration camps in Denmark. 
The camp at Hvass was a Polish detention camp. 


On cross examination the witness admitted that the Danish 
report that a total of 610+ Danes had been sent to German concentration 
camps or prisons in Germany might be accurate. 


Norway and Hollan? 
There was a concentration camp in Holland at Hertogenbosch 
which was under the administration of the inspector of the concentration 
camp >t Oranienburg., This was an SS office. 
Oo. Orders and regulations anc. cs á 
and imprisonment ~ third dezree AA 
According to general dir-r ives Danish nationals wore arrested 
by the Security Police only if they had taken an activo part in actions 
against Germany by sabotage or by attempting to lessen the morale of the 
Gorman Army. At the tine of the institution of the Office of Chicf of 
security Police of Denmark there was a camp at Froslev for political 
inmates. This camp had been administered by the Reich plenipotentiary 
and guarded by members of the Order Police. Jurisdiction of the canp 
was transferred to the Security Police, the guerdinz remained in the 
hands of the Order Police, and administration of the camp was carricd 
out by Denish Prison Administration authorities. Henceforth inmates 
of the camp were mainly members of the resistance movement who wore de= 
tained from the time of their arrests until the time of appearance in 
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court. The presence of Danish prison authorities insured gcod treatment 
of prisoners and there was no systematic maltreatment or torture. <All 
camps and all prisons within Sccurity Police jurisdiction were ordered to 
turn over their inmates to the Allies or to the Danish authoritics upon 
any event of military defeat. The Polish prison in Copenhagen was guarded 
Gorman Order Police and contained prisoners who were under investiga- 
tion or those who had been fuund guilty but not assigned. There were no 
tortures or torture instruments or torture chanbers theree Thero was one 


arrost building in Copenhagen end there were no labor training camps in 
Denmark. 


Third degree methods were applied according to decree. In the 
rare instances of excesses in tho 172 of this method, action was takon 
against the offices conecrned. The witness was familiar with the casos 
of Professor Morzens and Colonel Timroth, mentioned on pages 3319 and 
3620 of the German Transcript, and knew that both interrogations had 
been approved. In the case of Timroth the result of the interrozation 
was apprehension of people who had shot German troops marching in Copen- 
hagene In general, third degree was only applied when the saving of 
Gornan lives required it, such as to find arms and explosives. Measures 
which went beyond the third degree were punishable and witness know of 
instances of such punishment. He would have known of any systematic 
naltreatment and he never heard of this. The Gestapo believed that 
stipes methods of interrogation, such as the counter—play of political 

casuros, were more effective than the third degree. Approximetcly 20 
third dezrees were approved for Copenhagen. 


Military courts existed for the arrest of Danish resistance 
lovoment leaders for tho arrest on prosecution and witness nover hoar 
tha i considered these trials illcogal. The work of those courts 


was Giscontinued by order of Eitler carly in 1944. 
SS and Police Tribunals handled the criminal cases of mombers 


f the Security Polico end the SS. The Gestapo refused to arrest fanilics 

of offenders as wes ordered in a teletype of November 30, 1944 P.S. +6 
there was military pressure on the Gestapo to obey this ordcr but 

they refused to do so because experience showed that this would heve 

assravated the situation. 
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In order to conduct a sharp interrogation (third doerec) it 
was Necessary to sceure the spprovel of the Chief of Amt IV. The witness 
knew of four or five such Curing Lis times Later the right of approval 


was transferred to the Befehlshaber and witness had no further record 
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6. Arrest end treatment of hish French statesmen 
anà officers by Gestapo 





Arrest and deportation of Weygand, Gamelin, Prime Minister 
Rengaux, Leon Blum, Daladier, the Chicf of the General Secrotarial 
of the French Unions, Leon Jouhaus, plus 70 other generals and high 
Government officers was carried out on the orders of the ence isfuchrcere 
The Gestapo recommendes that these are should not be housed in prison 
cells and was instrumental in persuac elie the ectchatichees to consign 
then to localities where they would have living conditions suitable 
for their stations in life. 


II. Evidence of voluntary or compulsory membership 


Members of the State Police offices in Denmark aid not 
oman for such services. They were ordereé or transferred to 
these positions, Members of the Secret Military Police who in 1944 
wore abet to Denmark and taken into the Security Police did not voluntecor 
for this assisnment but were drafted according to emergency regulations. 


Summarized by: J. S. CONWAY 
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SUMMARY OT EVIDENCE OF TETO HUPFAUER WITNESS 


FOR THE CORPS OF POLITICAL LEADERS TAKEN 


ee o me ee Se te 


BEFORS A COMMISSION ON 11 JULY 1946 


PRANSCRIET PAGS 


SUBJECT: Organization and Assicnments of the DAF (Labor Front )-- 
Its political independence of the Party Leadership. 


Witness studied law at Vietsburg and Iuzerne, Switzerland. 
Fe was referendar at Amtszericht (Court House) at Landgericht (the 
lowest German District Court) and Berzirksamt, Landrat (Police Head- 
guarters) and also engaged in the private practice of law. His pro- 
fessional association with the DAF began in July 1933. He remained 
with this organization until 1944 when he became Chief of the Central 
Office of the Reich Ministry for Armament and War Production. He 
joined the Party in October 1930. 


I. Activities Relating to Article 6 of the Charter 


l. The aims, activities and freedom from 


politics of the DAF ( Labor fro ont) 


The last position hold by the witness in the DAF was that 





of Section Chief of the Central Office in charge of the Section of 
Social Self-Administration. He served in this capacity from 1936 
Q 


cig 1 
until 1944 and he was immediately under the leader of the DAF. Tho 
DAF was an attached organization of the Party. As such it was part 
of the Party Organization but as far as personnel and assignment was 
concerned, it was autonomous and free from domination by the Party 
Political Leadership. On the Reichs level of the DAF there was tho 
Central Office: on the Gan Level, tho Gau Administration of the DAF; 
on the Kreis level, the Kreis Administration of the DAF; and on the 
Ortszruppenleiter level, the Orts Administration. Within the regional 
structure there were various Ants or main offices, such as an Amt for 
education training, an Amt for public health, for public education, 
social problem self-—administration. In addition, there were officos 
for the care of factorics, for the individual industries, such as 
chemistry, etc. There were also administration offices for organiza 
tion, personnel sections, etc. 


“he main ate eine points between the DAT and the Nazi 
political leaders were that the high leaders of the DAF, the DAF 
Ongar the Gau Manazer of the DAF, the Krois leader, and tho Orts 
Manager of the DAF held positions of equal rank within the Nazi 
Political Le sadership Corps. For instance, the Leader of the DA? 
was Reichs Organization Leader of the Party, and the Gau Manager o 
the DAF was Gauamts Leader of the Farty. 


Not all of the Amts officors of the DAF were also political 
leaders. In fact, in the Central Office a minor part were political 
lesders. Becoming a political leader required an spplication to the 
Party made by the superior of an individual DAF official. It frequently 
resulted that, of two people who fulfilled the same functions, ono was 
a political leader and the other not, or that an assistant in a par- 
ticular department could be a political lesder end the chief of that 
department would not be a political leader. Consequently, some offi- 
Clals in the DAY fall within the charges preferred against the political 
leaders and others do not. The witness himself was a political loader, 
having been appointed to this by resson of an application which had 
been made for him by a superior official. 











As Chief of the Section for Social Solf—Administration, the 
witness was in cherge of securing the cooperation of employers and 
employces on questions pertaining to work. He operated through tho 
medium of work commissions and work chambers. He sponsored social 
contests and set up certain factorics and efficiency models and he 
edministered problems of wages, working hours, accident prevention, 
lebor law, home work, 2nd working conditions. Such directives as he 
received came from the Leeder of the DAF, Dr. Ley. These directives 
were sent by Dr. Ley in his capacity as head of the DAF rather than 
in his title as political lesder. 


Witness had in his Amt throe main departments which in turn 
had their sections. Only some of these departments and sections were 
led by political leaders. He issued directives to the Central Section 
within the amt, and also, by way of the Gau Manager, to the corresponding 
sections to his within the Gaus. 


Political leaders within the DAF did not participate in any 
conspiracy which was calculated to start an aggressive war and thoy 
did not ongege in crimes ageinst humsnity or in war crimes. Adolph 
Hitler outlined the functions of the political leaders of the DAF in 
Sovombor 1934 when he said that they were to secure labor peace by 
socuring tho justified interests of the employers and the employees. 
In the years after 1934 this basic purpose did not change. 


Political leaders, in inchoate were informed only of matters 
which lay within their immediste scope of duty and, therefore, political 
leaders of the DA had no occasion to receive any information rogarding 
gencral political matters. 


The only regular conferences of the Amts Loader and the German 
Labor Front were with the Leader of the DAF. Tho political loaders of 
tho central offices of the DAH never participsted in the regular con- 
ferences of the Party Chancellory. Individual smtsleitors wero called 
to these conferences only if the discussions were deemod pertinent to 
their particular duties. The Amtsleiters of the DAF (one of whom was 
the witness) did not participate in Reichs meetings or Gau mectinzs 
and only the Gau Managers of the DAF attended the regular conferences 
hola among the Gauleiters. 


It was no part of the function of a political leader within 
the Daf to indulge in any activities which could be regarded as 2 psy- 
chologic-l or moral preparation for aggressive war. 


The witness did not interpret the Points 1, 2, and 3 of the 

Nazi Party Prozram,dceling TEEN A ly with the unity of Gormany, 
reconsideration of the Versailles Treaty -nåd demands for sekoulen, an 
objectives which were to be achieved through the use of force or by war. 
Ho believed that “itler and his assistants were intent on achieving their 
objectivos by means of discussions nd conferoncos. Peace was an essontial 
for the fulfillment of the social dutics which were the assignmont of the 
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In 1939, just before the outbrosk of war, the DAF ombarked on 
2 "strength throuch joy" programe Tho political losder of the organiza- 
tion "strength throush joy" recoived from Dr. Ley the assignment of 
organizing a mess visit of German workers to the Olympiad. During this 
poriod, also, the DAY had received. a clear order to carry out Point 15 
of the Party Program, which dealt with a large scale old-age pension 
program for the Gorman nation. 


The political leaders among the DAT wore persuaded that the 
rovnactment of compulsory military training would onsure peace by 
` ] 


making the nation strong against war. 


There was no suspicion among men in the witness! circle of 
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activity thet the abolition of the parliamentary procedure in Germany 
served the purpose of substituting the Party for both poople and State 
for the better proparrtion of wer and for the commission of crimes 
azninst posce and humanity. Witness romembered that the Party had 
promised the later establishment of an authoritarian Parliament. 


The DAF was not forced upon German labor. It made and 
carricd out a pledge to assume the obligations of the unions, with 
respect to payment, to the invalid, the incapacitated, and with 
respect to the payment of old age insurance and other insurance. In 
tho dissolution of the trade unions, organizations of employers as 
well as employees were considered snd there was no disadvantage to 
either capital or to labor. In the creation of the German Labor Front 
this solution of the industrial conflict resulted in great advantage to 
both the State and to cconomy. 


It was elicited from the witness on cross examination that 
on the staff of cech Gauleiter, Kreisloiter and Ortsgruppenleciter, 
there was a represent>tive (Betrisbsobman) of the DAF, whose duty it 
was to assist these political leaders in his contacts with the DAF. 


Tho witness wes asked whether the basic ideas of Hitler, 

as eXpressod in "oin Kampf", had remained constant snd he answered 
that Hitler himself had said to the French Ambassador thet many points 
in his book had become antiquated. Questioned specifically with respect 
to race theory, he admitted that that had been constantly sdhored to. 
He answered a question about the extermination of democracy by pointing 

+ w. the promise the Party Prozram for the subsequent 
sotting up of =n authoritsrian Reich Cabinet, which was Fitlor's concept 
of democracy. 


He denied thet Hitler had eve 
thet he wanted 2.e7ressive wear. He ma 
by the DF was a socislistic propaganda and on + 
German conscience socialist propacanda, which he insisted aiffored from 
National Socialism but which he was unable to distinguish from National 
Socialism. 


The witness refused to concede that Cerman workers had bloodied 
their hands on women end children as > consequence of sho German Labor 
Front. Hoe did admit that the atrocities in the Eastern Occupied Torri- 
torics were a direct result of the rece theory but he refused. to attribute 


ny culpsbility for these crimes to the German Labor Froni. Ho said that 
the propaganda of the German Labor Front does not contain a word from 


which one may educe crimes against poace, war crimes, or crimes *gAinst 
num ar i t ef ` 


The witness admitted that the German Labor Front over th 
years hod acknowledged Hitler as tho leader of tho people end that hig 
organization hed fully supported “itler at all times but always within 
its sre. of work, which was socialist work. 


2. Participation of the DAF in Anti-Jewish Activities 
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Ne political leaders of the DAF were not informed as to the 
extent to which the domination of the Jewish influence in the Gorman 
economy should oe considered as a preparation for war. The witness 
himself had no knowledge of the true nature of the final solution of 
Jowl sh problon and he did not know of the existence of oxtormination 
camps until ho learned of them from the reports of the Nurnborg trials. 


cr 
þe. 


he political le rs of the DAF had nothing to do with the 
turning over of Jewish sais to Aryans. 











3. <Anti-Church Activities 


Anong the circle of political leaders of the DAF there was one 
working principle which was to let everyone be happy »cecording to his 
principles. They numbered in their group Catholics, Protestants and 
Goffglaubige. They were completely uninformed of the intentions of tho 
hizh loaders to oliminate the church from Gorman socioty, as is indi- 
cated in such documents as D-75, a letter from the Chief of the Party 
Cheancellory to the Gaulcoiters. 


L. Part of the DAF in the employment of Zorcien 
Laborers in German) 





The political leaders of the DAF hed nothing to do with the 
rocruitine or transporting into Germany of forcign workers. When the 
first foreign workers came to Gormany from Italy end Czechoslovakia in 
1938, the DAF voluntarily took charge of the accommodation snd treatment 
of those workcors. It had control of the food and accommodations at the 
camps in which they lived. It organized instruction and readaptation 
centers. It helped with the transfer of wages paid to these worxers 
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back to their horecountry and it sconsored sports and cultural events. 


In the besinning of the labor assignments by the State, the 
factories were instructed by the Government that foreign labor should 
be employed under the same conditions as German labor. This was in 
conformity with treaties between the different states. The witness 
know of no verbal or written directives allowint 311 treatment of foreign 
laborers and emphesized the point that good treatment was a prime 
essential for efficient results. Defense Counsel showed the witness 


ne 
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Document US <02, an samt by Dr. dager, which stated that food and 
ode 


accon ation conditions in Essen were unsatisfactory. He pointed out 
at from July 1944 on "the re was heavy bombing of the area around Hssen. 
Witness had the difficult assignment of attempting to maintain the 


factory output in spite of the bombing. He succeeded in securins 
enough food so that the workers were able and willing to carry on their 
assignments. It was because of their satisfaction with the treatment 
accorded thom that tho workers in the factories began to report to work 
more promptly after a bombing so that absentee figures after bombing 

attacks wore roduced from 40 to 45 porcent of the workers to the much 
more favorable figure of 10 to 15 percent in 1944. 


The witness denied any imowledge that the offi icial rato of 
calories for oither Gernens or forcignors had gone as low £s 1000. 
He stated that the factory was ordered to take care immediately of any 
unhealthy housing conditions. He ] ed out that the town of Essen 
1 its rupp factory had been one of the most borved areas and that 
conditions in this soction should not be considered as typical] of oondi-- 
tions throughout Germany. 


Under cross oxeminetion the witness mainte ined thet the primary 
responsibility for the care of ror workers lay with the varticular 
factory and that the DAF merely assisted factory management in measures 
relating to the workers. He was shov m an order of Sauckel, issueca in 
May 1942, Document PS 3044 US 206, whi ich placed the care of foreign 


workers in the hands of the German Yorkers Front. He interpreted this 
directive as an order to the DAT to assist the factory management in 

this matter. His pitas ene was called to the part of this document which 
gave the Gauleiter the sht of inspection and control over the care of 


foreien workers and he dentine that Seuckel, when he was first made 


plenivctontiary for the employment of labor, asked the assistance of 
the Geuloiters in tho Chancellory. Fe emphasized the point that the 
DAF had nothing to do with prisoners of war. 


TI 


He was shown a photograph of the barracks where foreisn 


workers lived who were employed in the Krupp factory, and his attention 
was called to the pictures of small tin boxes outside these buildings. 
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Excerpts from an affidavit (D-3e2 T S 897), sizned by a number of workmen, 
mentioning tre confinement of a Russian women in one of thosa tin cup- 
boards wre read to the witness, 2nd he was asked whether suc h maltroatme nt 
would have failed to come to the attention of a political leader of the 
German Labor Front who was tendinz to his duty at the Krupp Plant. The 
witness insisted that if such abuses were allowed to continue at the Krupp 
Plant, it was in contravention of 211 explicit directives of the DAF and, 
if ane DAF had known of it, the responsible individual would have been 
punished in the criminal courts. Another portion of tho effidavit was 
reac to the witness, which referred to the beating and the incarceration 
of two Russians in one of these cuphorrds. The witness expressed the 
opinion that the local DAF represontative could not have known of this 
occurrence. 


The witness was reforrod to a particular paragraph of Seuckel's 
order of May 1942, which directed the continuation of special regulations 
concerning the treatment of foreign workers and he was asked whether thore 
were any special provisions which applied to Russian workers. Fe answored 
in the negative and insisted again that the directives given to tre 
political leader of the Labor Front roauired just troatment in ord 
to oncourage the greatest productivity Ho believed that harsh tro 
would not heave prevented but would have encouraged the escape of the 
prisoners during the period of confusion after an air raids. 


ko 


The witness was shown Document 886, which was a letter of Dr. 
Jager, tho Krupp's Works doctor, sdirossed to the Gauleiter, Dr. Feinz, 
ond which protested the appalling conditions at Camp Dorston. He did 

not know whether the conditions described in this letter were the respon- 
sibility of the DAF, but he pointed out that the letter was written on 

18 Aucust 1944, which was the time of the bombing attacks. 


x a : F? AN s 4 m AT O 
The witness was shown Document D-338 (Organization No. 19), 
which was addressed to the eae ne iter and ref-rred to the dovlorable 
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conditions of the sick bay in Reboanhorst Camp. He did not attempt to 
of 
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ceny that the living sna eden in thie camy were a responsibillt, J 
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the DAT. He insisted that the representatives at thet time were «oing 
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211 thet wes humanly possible uncer conditions of severe bombardment. 
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Tho witness wes shown a letter (D-361 US S 893), siıimmoa Dy A 
“” 


Mr. Sonrleng, Office Chief of tho Local Cons struction Works, dated 

25 February 1942, in which Mr. Sosrleng referred to a confvrence at the 
offices of the German Labor Front. At this conference Horr Prior severely 
rovrimandsd Mr. Soarleng for his attempts to socure food for Russian 
prisoners of war who were workings at the boiler shop. In the presence 

of two other DAF men Mr. Prior accuse 
Rolshevists. Soarlene protested that t 
been assigned to him as workers and not 
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he Russian prisoners of war had 
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s Bolshavists, that they were 
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starving, and that they needed food in order to perform heavy worse. He 
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stato that sick people were a liability and not a holp to production. 


Prior enswered that Bolshevists were soulless people and that if ono 
hundred thousand of them diel another hundred thousand would replece them. 
Soarleng pointed out that they could not meet their production goels with 
a continually changing personnel, end Prior replied that dcliverics wero 
only of secondary importance. 


ry, - s ; 3 - n he 
The attention of the witness was called to the fact that he 
Ta my . > S $ Pa pan tA - awry rn (> ' a $ H e] 
hac testified thet prisoners of war were no concern or Ai DAF. Ho was 
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asked why then should Prior and other DAF men have mace such a fuss 
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anout fooà which Soarleng had procured for prisoners Of war. - 
revlied that these men in thus acting had exceeded their autnority. 


The witness was then asked to explain how «= member of his 
Labor Front could characterize the Bolshevists as a soulless people. 


His answer was thet these were private statements of a single individual 
end should not be taken as an official attitude of the DA? or an opinion 


which was shared by any considerable number of DAT lesders. 
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The Frosecuting Attorney called the attention of the witness 
to the fact that these were not private statements but were statements 
by three representatives of the DAF who were acting in thòir official 
capacity. 


He was then asked, in viow of his previous denial that foreign 
workers in Germany had been reduced to 1000 calories » day, how he ex- 
plained Soarleng's statement that the people were starving and not in 
a position to perform their work of boiler making. He admitted that in 
every organization there could be found certain unworthy incividuals. 


. ( 


With respect to tho incicdent described in ig EIEE affilavit, 
the witnoss maintained that the decisive factor in judzi an organization 
like the German Labor Front should be the quality of ae irectives which 
emanated from its competint authorities. The Prosocutor insisted that 
the way the DAF carried its work out was a decisive factor and a statement 
of DAF edministrators which called Bolshevists soulless people was more 
relevant than findin: out how the DAT carried out its tasks. The witness 
repliocd that this was 2 statoment smonz one of 10,000 DAT loazers anc the 
Prosecutor stated that this particular DAF leader had in his charge many 
slave lLlaborors. 


~~. 
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The witness called the attention of the commission to tho fact 
that cirectives relating to the tre est of torcigi workers which omanatec 
from tke DAF had been collected in a booklet called "Lagerfuenr 
Li, nats and that these, as a wholo, showed 2 policy of humane troatnent 
for reasons of humanity as well ~s efficiency. 
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the witnoss was remincaecd of Sauckel! sg oraer makin: t! GFeuleiter 
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responsible for the inspection enc control of treatment of foroizn workers. 
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tis attention was then called to parasravhs 1 and 2 of Docume 


in which Bormann ordered the ciscontinuance of injus 





= 
b- 
Q 
$4 
n 
=e 
> 
2 
wr 
oak 
= 


- , 
trickery, and mistreatment, and specifically forbace pu inishmont by physical 
beating. The witness was Spas: if it was truc thet only at the Krupp 
Flent in Essen were foreien workers mistrested, why was it necessary for 
Bormann to warn all Geuleiteors, Kreis Ack bot anc. Ortssrupponleiters in 
vermany against such 6; etn tes The witness answered that, since 
every organization has its bad individuals, it was necessary to adinonish 
any or-tanization continuously against abuses. He concaded that excesses 
were vory possible, in view of the tension between National Socialism 
anc. Bolshevism. 


II. Bvidence of Voluntary or Compuzsory Membership 


feia in the Political Leadership Ccrns on the part of 
DAS officials was ntingont upon application made to the Farty Chan- 
cellory on their tait. In most cases this E was mače for 
the DAF officer by a nisher DAF official and tho applicant himself hac 
nothing te do with the application. 


ning anc joining of one's free will. 
III. Knowledge of Criminal Activities 


Political leaders in the DAF had no knowledge that the intro- 

cuction of protective custody arrests and of concentration canps into 

the German system of Government was for the purpose of prev-ring for an 
mMin 


azeressive war. These leaders hai no official concern with concentration 
camps and no authority along this line. 


The witness stated that he was very familiar with the Fuchrer's 
aecree issuec during 1940, according to which no ons was to be told any 
more than that which was strictly necessary for the carrying out of his 
tasks He was required on two occasions to inform his follow workers 
or this decree and they had to acknowledge in writing that they hac. been 
informed of ite In addition, the decree itself was posted in many offices. 


Summarized. br: 
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SUMMARY OF EVIDENCE OF KARL FANS CHRISTIAN WILFELM JOEHNK 





WITNESS FOR TED S.S. ORGANIZATION TAKEN BEFORE 
A COMMISSION ON 1 JULY 1946 


TRANSCRIPT PAGES _ 


SUBJECT: Part taken by the S.S. in the Roehm Putsch. 


Witness joined the SS on 1 May 1932 and became a member of 
the Waffen-SS in March 1933. he last rank he held was Hauptsturmfuehrer 
and Battalion Commander. He was a member of the Loibstandarte. 


I. Activities Relating to Article 6 of the Charter 
l. Participation of th- SS in the Roehm Putsch. 


On 30 June 1934 the Leibstandarte was alerted and the guards 
at the Reichs Chancdlory wore increased. This formation was brought to 
Munich where it paraded before Hitler at the Braune Haus and then rode 
rt to Dachauerstrasse whore the men turned in their weapons and restode 

he First Platoon, of which witnoss was a membor, was called out again 
and returned to the Braune Haus. Gruppenfuechrer Dictrigh who was in 
command entered the building. While tho men were waiting for him to 
come out they heard for the first time that a putsch had been planned 
by SA leaders and that the Leibstandarte was to go to Wiessce and clean 
out the conspirators!’ meeting sround. They also heard that the Fuchrer 
head already taken care of the matter at Wiessce. When Dietrich camo 
out the troop proceeded to the local prison. Dietrich and somo of 
leaders went inside and soon the platoon, which was waiting outside 
the courtyard, heard seven volloys. When tho leaders came out, the 
men were told thet Heines, Heidebreck and Schnecithuber and other hish 
Si loaders had been oexccuted and were instructed not to reveal the 
incident even to their comrades. 


On June 30th the formation returned to Berlin where thoy 
learned from the men who had remained behind that a courts-martial 
was meoting 2nd seme SA leaders were being sontenced. During the 
following day they learned of more shootings. The lower lcaders 
informed them that the courts—martial was to moet under the direction of 
Himmler and a member of the Reichsfuchrer was to participate. Tho wit- 
ness know that this courts-martial zave out sentences because ho was 
informed by the lower leaders who officiated at the executions that 
these sentences were re ad The witness knew of two cases whore Sa 
leacers who eppeared before this kn were not sentonced to 
death. Witness was also informed taat several SS men were executed 
for mistresting some of the aper pea 


The members of witness’ unit were impressed with those events 
because a number of well known officers from the first war who were 
rezearded as close friends of the Fuchrer had been executed. For their 
own part, the members of the Leibstandarte felt it an obligation to 
carry out orders. They believed the executions were right because those 
shot had acted against the leadership and against the State. <Any doubts 
concerning the lawfulness of the activities were removed by a speech of 
Fitler on July Grd before the Reichstag. In this speech Hitler mentioned 
meetings in which Rochm had participated with a foreign representative 
and he stated that excessive measures would be submitted to the propor 
court. The witness understood this to mean that the sentonces which the 
SS had helped to carry out had beon handed down by special courts and 
that the Fuehrer had given them to the lower courts so as to make them 
official. 
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III. Knowledge of Criminal Activitics 


Questioned on cross examine+ion concerning the particular 
events of the Roehm Putsch, t. w.'t.ss testified that ho personally 
hed not shot anyone and that he did not know how many innocent people 
wore shot; although later he heard that some were. He learned from 
the press or the radio that the wife of Schleicher was shot when sho 
attompted to prevent her husband's arrest but ho did not know whether 
an SS man did this. Ho had never heard of Klausen, the Director of 
tho Ministry of Transportation and leader of Catholic action, who was 
shot on dune 20th. He heard later of the shooting of Gregor Strasser 
who was in charze of farming under Fitler. 


He did not think it at all peculier that Dietrich should have 
told the Leibstandarte members to be quiet about what they had seen and 
hoard at the prison and he pointed out that they wero not told anything 
of any of these events until they were actually before the Braune Haus. 
These SS men believed the exccution was lawful because they thought 
that Dietrich had zotten the orders for the execution when he stopped 
at the Brauno Hause Although the witness admitted that he had now hoard 
of millions having been mrdered through orders of Himmler, he main- 
tained that the Loibstandarte did not murder anyone. He did not belicve 
ho would have carried out orders to kill someone that he thought was not 
sauilty if the decision had been placed before hin. 


The witness refused to give an opinion with respect to the 
characterization by Frick, Reichsminister of the Interior, that tho 
June 30th incidents were the first illegal sctions of the Party and 
toat the SS was used by Himmler for these actions. Witnoss moroly 
ropeated that they were told it was a completoly lawful measurc. 


During four and 2 half yoo: at the front the witness never 
heord of the murders by Germaus oJ millions of people in conquered 
c 


Summarized by? J. S. CONWAY 
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SU2JECT? 1. Cooperstion received by Ministry of Justice from Gestapo 
in closing ef unauthorized concentration camps — Gestapo 
not implicated in management of such ca amps. 


S. Activity of SA in anti-Jewish doronstrations of November 


19K6. 


Witness entered the Party in 1933 and the $SS in 1938 and was 
an honorary member of the SD (p. 1059). Fig first legal sas aga 


was in 1941 in the Public Assassor's Office in Kassel. In 1933 he 
becsme an assistant in the Dopartment of the Prussian Ministry of 
Justice which worked on the ¢ e~in” Amnestie (r. 1060). From 1933 to 
1946 Jr. Joel was specialist in the Reichministry of Justice end in 
1944 became Public Attorney Generel in Jastphalia (p. 1063). 
I. Activities relstine to Article 6 of the 
C arter 
: Ger zent? 2utoxn Camps La York of M Ministry 
of Ju istice in prosecużtinz "Vild" ' Camps - 
¿innocence of Gestapo 
Momborse of the Party crme under the pardon of the Goering 
4iinesty only for -ffenses committed in connection with the Nazi revoln- 


Lon end net for offuneas ef 2 por uly criminal nature (p. 1060). 


“itness con. inued 4o concern himself with criminal activities 
of vursy nembers end formations in a department of the Ministry of 


vustics which rad beon Set up fer this specific purpose “o. 1060). 
Sestavo.i1en were uso for political crimes, snc as the cese which led 


to the removal of Gaulciter anā estapo Chief Streicher in Murnbdere 
(pp 1631-1032). ? 


The witness, on behalf of tua Ministry of Justice, took part 
n dissolution of wiauthori:. 2 concentration camys at Stettin aad Wupper- 
X, 


i 

tal during 1934 (p. 10€2). Thouc tre. wags no mention of concentration 
camps in the Ministry, ofyvicials al-eavs imew st their existence and Joel 
hear’ that Obererupperfuehiar Eicke] CTC%tead carps wish State Policc in 
Charge (or 1963-1054). In answer to a aquustion whet ior Meading offi- 
cials" of the inistry of Justico knew of exterminasion carns, witness 
testificl that he never hoor term "until efter the end of the war". 

tke qucstion wes objected to boeause it called for n answer not based 
on personal knovlodge and ire G.°3t.0n was withdrawn (pp 1068-1064). 


Sestayo actod for the “inistry of Justice within the codo of 
penal *.7isdiction. SS et arrest was authorized by a Government 
Ze Voveuber 1933 ip- 1052). On cross examination the witness 

24 that excesses which were committed by the Gestapo, as com- 
plained of in a letter = p Minister of Justice, Dr. Gurthner, to the 
‘inistor cf Interior (F. O75). U8 ) to wit: ill treating of 
prisone~s cut of fun an vo meke baa talk, were not actions within 
the scepe of the penal code but testified that such effenders hed been 
punished (pp 1065~1067). A numbor of such reports were received at the 
iinistry of Justice and there was one big case in Berlin in which 
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criminal police officials were punished (p. 1068). 


Stettin (Vulkon Werft) and Bredow (Camp Wuppertal) were two 
unauthorized concentration camps which wore closed by the Ministry of 
Justico (pp 1062-1063). People were sent to these camps for simple 
political hostility. They were nct given a trial, and they were mis- 
troated. The local Gauleiters had participated in the instalmont of 
the camps. The Stettin camp was an SS camp and Camp Wuppertal was an 
Sà camp. (pp 146-147) 


Asked whether statomont in P.S. 2824, U.S. 423 ("The Concen- 
cration Camp Oranienburg") thet SA mon were trained for camp guard work 
at Oranienburg was correct, Dr. Jool statod that special training of 
ponitontiary guards was necessary for the administration of Justico 
(p. 147) and that SA porsonnel were employed in various concentration 
CAMMDS. 


Witness could not confirm Weltor Schellenbere's statement 
in F.S. 6283, U.S.A. 435, that from 1944 SA took over concentration 


camp and prisoncr of war camp guardine and supervision of forcod labor 
poeruse since 1959, such work was placed in special hands (p. 148). 


Objection was made and overruled tc witness testifying as to 
how tho SA "took caro that the drowstost citizen" appreciated the inci- 
cont of a marchinm troop (History of SA, F.S. 2168 U.S. 411). Counsel 
misht sivo with rospoct to the SA and wes informed that SA counsol had 
the right to incluä> tho witness amone those cello for his organize- 
tion. Dr. Jool then tostifiod that from 1923 te Juno 1934 the work of 
Ministry of Justice wes almost pullifiod by strocitics of tho SA. 


(p. 12:9). 


Thore wore many cascs of ill troatmont in authorized concen- 
tration camps. Thoso wore usually by guardsmon but witnoss remomborod 
two hesrlags prosecuted by the Ministry which involved Goeste .omon 
(p. 151). Over objection by defense counsel, witness was allowod to 
state thet the vory word Gestapo brought fosr to the minds of overyone 
in Gormany.e The populetion had œ foar that orrest by the Gestapo would 
ontell conccutretion camp detention without tho privilege or a hearing 
and those ontorine the employ of to Gastepo know that people wero 


° 9 ` = / = g 
Dolns takon into camps without trial. (pe 152 


those responsible for the Stettin atrocities roecivod a ten 
Sear sentence for hard labor and in the caso of Camp Hohenstcin the 
Sorms Wore six yorrs and four years. The witnoss did not know whothor 
hese mon were pardonod (p. 158). It wos not because crime became 
official that crime docreased. On the osher hand, tho Ministry of 
Justice was shocked boceuse there wore oxveutions of whieh it did not 
hear until the newsp-pers reported thom. Witnoss did not know tho 
naturo of the accusations but had the impression thoy were not such as 
would worrent tho donath penslty. In those circumstancos witnossos 
must cousider some of these casos as murdor. (pp 153-154) 


On redirect oxamination Dr. Joel statod thet, as far as an 
outsider could dotormino, the Gestapo had no conneetion with tho con- 
coutration esmps.e. Tho Ministry's only omployment of the Gestapo was 
for tho purpose of invostization of political crimes. From a 1938 
lew tho Ministry learnod thet political investigation was not the least 
of the Gestapo's tasks, Similar orgvgenizations carry out this assign~ 
mont in othor countries. Tho Commission decidad that testimony as to 
whother those organizations had tho apacity to croate foar in the 
poople of other countries wos outside tho scops of the issucs, (p. 157) 


The two cases of misconduct of Gostapomen montioned on cross 
oxanination were not concentration camp matters but Gestapo quostionings. 
(pe 155) 
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Tho Ministry rocoived varying dogrocs of cooperation from 
SD and SS officials in invostizations of illcgal incidonts but witness 
did not belicve authorities triod to cover up. (p. 158) 


The Commission ruled against allowing the witness to give 
his opinion rogarding tho opportunity of SS men in the occurronco of 
Juno OO, 1954, to form a vordiet of tho guilt or innocence of thoir 
victims, Dofonso counsel thon requests the striking out of testimony 
On cross cxamination that these people were murderers on the grounds 
that this was also a matter of which the witnoss had no knowlodge. 

Dr. Jool was distrossed by the fact that in tho 1934 putsch excecutions 
woro porformed without trial and because he was unable to find a state 
olergency so as to justify martial proceedings. (pp 162-164) 


Witness prosecuted a ease in Mirchbore of June 30, 1934 in 
which it was obvious that the wrong man had been oxceuted (p. 164). 


The Inspector mentioned in the first paragraph of P.S., 3751 
U.S. °° was Hoydrich; the shooting of the threo SS mon on pages 3 and 
4 of the document was done by concentration camp guards but the rest 
of tho unapproved measuros on those pages was presumably carricd out 
by Gostapomen. (p. 166) 


To witnoss! knowledge Gestapo officials only carried on 
hesrings at concentration camps. (p. 166) 


ee Jews ~ Activity of SA in 1938 


The Si was active in porsecution of the Jows (p. 150) and 
thero were numorous incidents of the kind deseribcd by Samonn (P.S. 
O2Gl, U.S.A., 447) in which the editor of a newspaper was questioned 
and abused. These infractions abated after 1934 but they did not 
ontirely coase, and the SA was activo throughout Germany in tho anti- 
Jewish demonstrations of 1938. (p. 150) 


II. GBvidence of Voluntary or Compulsory Mombo: hip 


Most of the difficulty oncounterod in clearing up obstacles 
to the administration of justico came from Party authorities, as in 
the case of the Gau of Cologo (p. 159). A Steatets Attorney prosocuting 
Party officials was strongthoned in his position by joinine tho SS. 
dnothcr incident was tho assistance rondered witness by tho Nurnborg 
Police Prosident in the prosecution of Gauloitor Stroichor. Witness 
recoived support of Borlin Gestapo officials in his investications and 
for reasons of self-protection against the Party and with tic consent 
of the Ministry accoptod a position in the SS in 1937. 


The Gestapo had a special dop.ztment to fient coruption in 
tho Nazi movomont. (pp 160 161) 


III. Knowledge of Criminal Activitics 


The witness bolioved that nost Gestapo administrative offi- 
cials woro unaware of any criminal charactor in the organization. 
But the foar created by tho Gostapo was caused by the knowledze that 
minor remarks led to political arrost. A man who did not say any thing 
was not molosted. (p. 158) 


Summarized by! J. 5. CONWAY 
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SUMMARY OF EVIDENI% OF HANS JUBTTNER 


WITHESS FOR THE Sò ORGANIZATION TAKEN 








BEFORE A GOMMISSI.UW ON 23 MAY, 1946. 
TRAHSOH TPT WS 236--272 


SUSJECT: The Chasin of Command of the 55 — Verfuegstruppe, Anti--Partisan 
Units, Administration of the WAFFEN-SS in the fiela and ES 
Police Regiments, 


Kotes This subject was largely covered by the witness’ Norbert 

hae : \ x = - a . -= 
POEL (ivansovipt pages 42). See aliso testimony of Movert BRILL 
(transcript pages L- 26: 


Witness was formeziy “nspectoy of ths 55 Verfuegstrupye and Later 
Chief of Staff of the 5S Pucnrungshay, tant CBrerattinel Headuuarcers). In 


1943 he Bebe Chief of the S3 Fuehrungshauvtant (Page 227). 





l. The SS Vex ucgstruvs® end how with other miis it -ormod 
the WAS FE. tie yo in LY: 
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The SS Vertuegstrupoe were the forervauers o? the WATTEN- 
SS. They were set up as a division t witness himself (Page 37). The SS 
Totex.kovfverbaeude joined with the V«rfucgstruppe to form the WAFFEN-SS 
ixn 1940, After a long struggle Himmi.” overruled Hitler's oråers and in 
1940 transferred concentration camp guards to the WAFEFTN-"°S5 (Page 239) but 
according to the witness their shag ire with the YAYFEN-SS was limited. 


The members of the WASPEN--SS F fac “id not know that concentration camp 
guards had been “temporarily assigned (Page 240). Concentracion camp 


guards wore under Ohergruppen rit of the Sò Mein Office who acted as 
their inspector, The opara tional hes.dquarters of tne WAFYEN-SS had nothing 
to do with that (Page 242). 


At the out break of the wer the Verfuegstreunve had four 
regiments of 18,000 men (Pago 243). 


2. Command aad Administ :tion of the WAPTEN.55, 


Defense (cunsel asketi a number of ouestions to show that 
the WAFFIN..SS was part of the Army, This was objected to as irrelevant. 
The dcfense, however, claimed thet if the WAFFEN-SS wos part or the Army 


its activities could noi be declared criminal (Pege 245). 


Accoruing to witness the WAFFEN-SS was under the commander 
in chief of the Arm and was incvrvorated into higher formations suc? as 
corps like any ordinsry Yehrmacht unit., There were no independent cons- 
way.acrs in the fie.d (Page 247). There were a totai of 14 foreign divi-. 
sions in the WATYE*¢SS at the end of the war (Page 744). 


sounsel referred to PS 1919, Page 8, in which Himaler in 
his specch states that the ALLGSMEINE SS, WAFF FEN-SS, Ordnungspolizie 
(ordinery police , wit Seeur'sy Police mast be considered as one "bloc" 
Witness's answe: to this was that this was meant to be an attack on the 
WalYEi SS and jaat Himmler often threatened to throw them out cof tho SS 
and put them in the Army (Page 248). 


In cross examination witness agreed that certain ofvicurs 
of the Wehrmacht were transferred to + .. WAFFEN-SS during the war as re- 
placements fer SS officers and served in special "replacement units", 
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In answer to questions Goncerhing the appointment and 
promotion of officers, witness answered that Himmler apvointed all officers 
to commands and staffs. He had, however, no control over the operational 
activities of the WAFFEN-SS in the field since it was under tie High Commend, 


He denied that in spite of his being chief of the Fuchrungs~ 
hauptemt, or operational headquarters, that he had ever heard of members of 
the WAFFEN-SS being transferred to Einsatzgruppen, He admitted, however, 
thet they formed anti~partisan units. 


During the war the so--called idealogical training of the 
WAFFEN-SS was limited to history and Hitler's "Mein Kampf". The dcstrine of 
"interior beings’ and the necessity for their extermination was not discussed 
"since there was no time’, This subject, however, may have been taught on 
Hirmler's direction prior to the war (Page 269). 


ő., Anti-Partisan units. 


Units under Bach Zelewski could not give orders to the 
WAFFEN-SS (Page 250). 


4, The WAFFEN-SS end the  _ SA, 

At the beginning of tke war in Russia the RSHA had three 
companies of special service troops under their command. The WAFFSI-SS, 
however, was never connected with the EINSATZGRUPPEN or the special troops 
employed by the RSHA or the SD (Page 252). 


In 1941 witness said that he comolained to Himaler that 
Heydrich was using WAFFEN-.SS units to carry out @xecutions in the Protector- 


ate of Bohemia. This was stopped on Himmler's order (Page 25%). 


In cross examination the complaint alleged to have been 
made to Himmler was referred to in Document PS 1972 - US 471. Witness 
explained that the details of the han: ‘ngs and shootings given by him in 
his letter to Himaierva2ethose which formed the basis of his complaint, 
The employment of the WAFFEN-SS to carry out these hangings and shootings 
head nearly produced a mutiny (Page 263). 


5. Treatment of Prisoners of War an: Concentration Cains, 
The prisoner of war department was originally under the High 
Command snd later under Obergruppenfuchrer Berger, This was no concern of 
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the WAFFEN-SS (Page 253). 


The WAFFEN-SS geined no advanrsges nor did it have any con- 
trol over the armament production of innates of concentration camps. The 
Fuehrungshauptamt (Operational Headquarters), knew nothing of the externina= 
tion of Jews or of ill treatment in concentration camps. The WAFFEN-SS was 
not connected with the deportation prc sam for Jews and foreign workers, 


In cross examination witness said that although he had a 
"work shop" near Oranienberg, he had never haacãof the extermination of 
human beings there, this in spite of the allegation of the Prosecution that 
even children in the streets of the town smelt the smell of burning corpses 
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Asked whobther he had heard th t bers ofgold were sent regular- 
ly to the 5S Medical Section, which had been obtained from the teeth of 
concentr-tion camp victims, witness observed that the Reichs Voctor of the 
SS was the only vorson who could have received such shipments of gold and 
he was directly under the control of the R:ichs Fuehrer SS (Fage 266) 


BINA 


In re-examination the witness appeared to coniradict himself 
(see Page 254) by stating that the WAT /SN-SS did get certain acvantages as 


A 


a result of concentration camp labor since they obtained better equipment 
(Page 27L ) + 
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6; The SS Police Regiments. 


These did not belong to the SS but were ordinary police 
units honored by Himmler with this titl . They were composed of both the 
border and ordinary police (Page 256). (See evidence of Johamins Zupko, 
franscript Page 37). 


Summarized by: A.M.S. NFAVE 
Lt. Colonel, AAG 
Commissioner 
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SUMMARY OF TNVIDENC™ OF KARL OTTO KURT KAUFMANN 





WITNESS FOR THE CORPS OF POLITICAL LSADERS 


TAKEN BEFOR™ A COMMISSION 


OW TES 





16TH OF JULY 1946 
TRANSCRIPT PAGES NOS. 


SUBJECT: The Organization, Aims and Activities of the Party. 


Witness was a Gauleiter from 1925 to 1928 in the Ruhr District and 
from 1928 to 1945 in Gau Hamburg. 





le Organization ef the Party. 


The witness joined the Party in 1°71 anà after its dissolution 
again joined in 1925. He described three ge.csi groups of people who 
joinea the party — (1) the pure nationalists (stch as Himmler), (2) the 
negative anti-semitic (such as Streicher), and (3) the socialistic group 
(such as Hitler, Goebbels and Strasser, who in particular was pronounced 
a representative of this concept). 


On cross examination the witness steted thet he believed dan 
the basic theory of "Mein Kampf", thot is the crestbn of a new social 
order but he was not in serceemnt with some of its specific aims, such 2s 
anti-semitism and so on. 


He stated that a well organized and disciplined party organiza- 
tion was necessary to protect execution of its own propaganda activities 
inasmuch as the p-r ty originated during 2 time when an armed revolution in 
Germany wes in progress. 


The leadership medium of the party consisted of meetings, 
oral instructions and circulers manipuleted by Hitler and the Reich 
leadership, The Gauleiter had to interpret these directives. The Xreis- 
Leiter also hed a certain leeway in the interpretation. However, the 
Ortsgrucpcnleiter were given definite instructions as to the execution 
of the measures to be taken by them. The Blockleiters and Zellcnicitars 
were only executive organs of the Ortsgrupvenlciter, 
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Se Attitude of Political Leaders to the Foreign Poli 





Political leaders were never consulted regarding the foreign 
policy, but after an ection had been executed they were merely informed 
of it. They knew of the basic 2ims of the party - the abrogation of the 
Versaillos Treat and self-detcrmination of people, but the pecceful ine 
tention of the Government was always stressed. As an cxamle the witness 
reforred particularly to the Congress in Hamburg in 1938 where 40 nations 


participated in celcbrating the progress of German social and peace 
pclicics, 


Se. j Political Leaders towerd the Jewi 





sh P 


The party was not unified with regard to the Jewish problem, 
The Strassor or socialist group considered it as a capitalistic cucstion 
and exponents of this system included Germans as well as Jews, By over- 
coming the system they hoped to climinate their economic influence, This 
group, which representee the largest part of the party, never agreed to the 
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rocl by which the probiem was later handled, particularly with regard to 
the mothods illustrated by "Der Stucrmer", 


Yitness wes not in agreement with tho oxcesses of 1938 and 
attempted in his district to prevent harm to the Jows, The Kreisleiters 
were made responsible for execution of this policy within their ares, 
Witness also attempted to stop the Jewish persecutions in Hamburg by 
intervention with Amt Heydrich. He was unsuccessful in this end ws told 
at thot time by Heydrich that there existed a large area for their scttle=- 
ment and that they would be taken there, He succended later in "secing 
that vows over 50. years were not put in a gas chamber for humanc reasons", 
He sdmitted thot his political leaders considered the gassing ofJews as a 
final solution to the Jewish problem. 


4, Attitude towerds the Churches. 





It wes prohibited to compel any party member or civil ser- 
rnt to resign from the Church. “Witness denied ihat the purpose of the 
fighting against the Church, pacifists, Prec Masons and other political 
cnemics was dome in order to facilitate p:.p:r tion ror war, 


5. Trade Unions, 


Witness stoted' thet in his opi ici. tho reason for the dis- 
solution of trede unions wes to destroy resist: 7s. against “uy intention 
to woge an aggressive war. The œ cupation or 4 -74a Gnin Louses was 


ordered without any SESIA or measures teken raencinst unioun versonnel, 
The officers were transferred to DAF, 


6 Lynching of Allied Flyers. 
Witness admitted receiving a directive stating that there was 


no objection to the lynching of flyers but later claimed clear counter 
ers were issued in his Gau, 
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le ws0Oreizn Labor, 
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Witness received directives that foreign laborers were to be 
treated as decently as possible for reasons of productiveness and humanity. 
The political Leaders did not have any influence on their employment or 
procurement but social work was within their prevince and care of foreign 
laborers came within this sphere. The witness tssued particular instruc- 
tions to the political leaders of the DAF and Kreis to pay special attention 
to their care and innumerable personal visits to camps convinced him that 
the ordors were executed. 


8. Reletionship of Political Leaders to 55 and 5A, 


COrgenizationally the SS and SA were outside of the influence 
of tho politicel leaders but Geu, Kreis and Ortsgruprenleiters were 
sashcorizcd to cmoloy these orgenizations for specific party work, such 
os tho delivory of propaganda forms, The honorary appointment of a 

oLiticsl leader to a service grade in such organizations within the lower 
cia wes made by organization leaders, Hitler maing the appointments in 
the higher ranks. These appointments did net signify service functions 
or authority within the organization but were made merely for .co- 
orcdinational purposes, 


Political leeders had no authority to issue orders to the 
Goeto elthough there may have bern instances where it was done on a 
purely porsonal basis, Witness himself never visited the GESTAPO but he 
knew of two cases of mistreatment by them - one in which he took action 
and the official wis punished. He emphasized, however, that he could not 
interfere with the GESTAPO., 
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10. Concentration Camps. 


Ther: was one concentration camp in witness's district - Neuen- 
gainme - which he visited four times in eleven years. He thought that the 
camp was "OK", but noticed that prisoners in a labor assignment outside the 
comp were under-fed. It then developed that the firm which supnlicd their 
food hod stolon part of their rations and the firm was punished. However? , 
witnese cleimed that he could assert no influence over the camps and even 
had to have written persmission from RSHA to visit them, 


Summarized bys D. M. HUNT 
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WITNESS FOR THE GENERAL STAFF TAKEN BEFORE 





A COMMISSION ON 





2 & 3 JULY 1946 





The witness! testimony before the Commission was restricted to matters 
vhieh had not heen covered @uing his appearance before the Tribunal. 


Lé Duties, Goals and Position of the Military Leaders, 

2. Re-Armament of the Air Corps. 

36 Absence of any {mified Plan to Participate in any Criminal 
Actions According to Article 6 of the Statutes 

4. Non-participation by the Military Leaders in Criminal 
methods. 


The witness was troop commander 1-A in the General Staff on the staff of 
the chicf of the army leadership within the air administration. He was 
chief of the General Staff of the nir corps; commanding generol of the ai 
corps; chief of air fleets 1 and 2; commander—in-chicf - south-west; 
commancdcr=—in-chief - west; and commander+in-chief - south, 


Activities Relating to Article 6 of the Charter 








1. Growth of the Air Corps 


The witness was asked if the ormy, Boii the zir corps, went over the 
limitations ond agreements of the Versnilles Tresty. He replied that to a 
certain extent it dic. 


In 1923 anc 1924, the air force was attached to the troop office as a 
technicsl branch of the weapons office. Theories were stucied, some 
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construction was made and some people vere trained as pilots. There was 
cooperation vith the Russians insofar as some pieces were constructed in 
Livos and some planes purchased in other countries were stocked in Russia 
end were there used to train Germen youth in the art of flying. In 1930, 
there was still no air corps anc the supply of onti-aircrsft guns was anti- 
quated and had fallen far behind the increasing needs of the arny. 

There were no plenes to carry out even the reconnaissance work rhich was 
allowed at that time. 


The witness denied that the National Socialist Fliers! Corps was a 
Porty orgenization. He stated that this body had received n charter under 
existing Law snd vas uncer the direct jurisdiction of the Chicf of the Civil 
Office of the Air Force nna of the Reich ministry of War. He ventured the 
Preciction that any foreign fliers who had participated in flying events in 
Gernany under the auspices of this association coul testify that all sports 
vere carried out properly. Tn addition to these glicer tests, this organiza- 
tion interested itself in the construction of model planes and in some 
slight pilot trnining. This activity did a good deal toward building up 
2 basis for cooperation in aviation between nations. 


The witness cenied that it was an objective to re-arm the air force so 
that it could be developed within a year to a force of sufficient power to 
smash sll opposition on the Continent. He assertec that the builcing of an 
air force was such that it required 10 years to perfect sll phases of 
proctuction program. 








The cir corps ves not prepared for war when the Polish campaign started, 
It had been forbidden to build ony of the important airports which were 
necesenry for n war of movement erst of the Ocer. Tn 1940, the Western 
offensive had to be delayed several months because there were no large air- 
ports eveilnble within striking distance. From these circumstonces, the 
rat s conclucec that the war, curing the years 1939 to 1941, was a wer of 
inprovization sand not of preparation. 


The top officers of the newly revived sir force were 6 or 10 retired 
army officers vho vere re-activated. Below these were a number of middle- 
aged officers who hac been handed over by the ormy to the sir ccrps. 

Tn 1937, the older generels retirec anc the middle-agec mon moved up into the 
commonc of the air force. 


The witness testifiee that the war-time General Staff officers of the al 
foree storted with General Jeschodeck, vho attended various conferences with 
Hitler. The predecessor of this man was General Stumpf, and curing his two 
years of service, he cid not confer even once with the Fuehrer. The witnes¢ 
himself attenced one conference with the Reich Marshal. 


The first General Steff officer, General Telfer, was with Hitler once or 
twice. Retween 1938 and 1945, there were a total of 18 air corps commanding 
generals, 


Within a period of 7 years, 5 chiefs of staff of the air force were usec 
upe In addition to this, 5 more officers were transferred from the army to 
the cir force after the year 1942. 


After 1935, it was a regular practice vith Goering to constantly put 
pressure upon his suborcinote ieacers in the air force to accelerate its 
development. The witness emphasized, however, that the militcry leaders wer 
convinced that this program wes intencec for security reasons anc they 
considered that Goering cic not want war in eny sense. 





2. The pigh Milite Comnancers did not Conspire or Prepare 
for Aggressive War 





The witness testifiec thot the high military leaders were in favor of 
the move which changed the German army from a small group of professionals 
into a much Larger people's army. They justified this measure on the ground 
that the army as it then stood wos pitifully inadequate for even the smallest 
ouergeney. There wes not even a sufficient force to cefenc the country 
until the League of Nations should step in and decide matters. For this 
renson the military leacers cid not interpret the transformation to a people! 
army oa . step towards ageres ssive war, but saw in it a measure which led 
tovarcs the equality of the German Reich with other nations. 


The witness testified thet the members of the General Staff exerted 
comparntively little influence in the trend of public opinion. It was true 
thot they were regarcec highly by the people, but they cic their work 
quietly né away from the public eye, They were infrequently mentioned in 
the press ond on the racic. The political leacers were monopolizing the 
nublic!s attention and were very popular. Tn contrast to the publicity give 
to polities] activity, the General Staff members were technicians who worked 
quietly for the purpose of developing the solcier. 


The witness testified that he was informed of the declaration of armed 
sovereignty through the press announcements and had no knowledge of it before- 
hanc B 


The witness was informed of the meeting between Hitler and the commander: 
in-chicf of the nrmed forces bronches on 5 November 1937 by the Reich Marshal. 
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The witness and his associates consicered the Czech question essentiall 
& politicei one. He hed heard of the intention to stage the merch into 
Czechoslovakia in August or September 1938 and he was very surprisec at that 
tine because the peorle had been informed that they coul look forward to a 
long perio of peaceful work. They were told, however, that the Czecho— 
slovakinn movement would be simply a cemonstration, because in ll probab- 
ility the political ciscussion vith Hacha woul be successful. 


On cross-examination, the witness was asked whether he believe the 
Czech matter was purely on extortionary one. He replied that he could not 
ones. known of this at the time it heppened, but that the nilitary leaders 
consicerec it a politienl maneuver which was welcomed by them because it 
removed some of the hostile pressure against German borcers. The witness 
Centec being present in Juecenberg when Hitler tole his generals what 
hoppened in Czechoslovakia, and testific? that he was not informed of the 
substance of this meeting. He stated that this matter was kept almost as 


secret as were the preparations for war. 


The witness attenced the diseussion at Salzburg at which the possibilit 
of rar with Polanc was Cisecussec. However, though he knew that the troops 
were alerte to go forvar at short notice, he was very much surprisec that 

hey were not again recalled os they hac been after the previous movements. 

At the time of the occupation of Norway ond Denmark, the witness was 
chief of air fleet 2 in the West. He heard of these operations only from 
the racio and the press. He heard of the occupation of Yugoslavia anc 
Greece also through the public channels of communication and at n time when 
he was aice to Sperrle. 


The witness first heard of the impencing conflict with Russia at the 


time of the annomeement which vas given by the Fuehrer from Obersaizbureg. 
The witness concerned himself vith the question of an invasion of England at 


the time of Dunkirk or in the days immediately following. His interest in 
this wos purely of a military nature. 


The witness attempted to persuace Hitler not to carry out preventive 
measures against the [Italien royal family. In addition he succeecec in 
saving 190,900 people from misery when he was able to prevent the evacuation 
of Rome. Furthermore, he mide it possible for tens of thousands of 
Ttrlians to return home when he relensed the Ttalian civision of Southern 
Ttealy. 


Qn cross-examinotion, the witness testified thet the Versailles Treaty, 
which was a German law and which he had sworn to protect, was violatec with 
respect to the sir force. He statec, however, that at that time he was a 
Major or Lieutenant Colonel and did not have o leacing position. 

Tn accition, these things vere cone with the spproval of the Government and 
with the sanction cf officials ot higher levels. The Germen leaders 
bellevec that over-stepping the Versailles Treaty at this poirt wes correct 
mc necessary because the enemy notions had also violated their agreements, 
He acmitted that he knew that such matters were kent secret, but he 
reneatec that he cic oe believe he should be mace res ponsible for something 
hi the Government cic. He was asked whether he reco enizec that there wa: 
something more important than a written law anc whether there was such 
thing as a conscience. He repliec that he dic not think that 4,000 officers 
of the German army could be helc responsible for something which was ordered 
snc approvec by the Government. He conceded that he would have preferred 
these matters to have been carried out differently, but he refused to admit 
that there was something greater than the oath, something greater than an 
orcer. we testified that if he had been ordered to carry out something whic 
he corsidered to be criminal, he would have refused and risked the conse- 
quences of being shot, rether than carry the burcen of such an order on his 
conscience. ve was not willing to pass the entire responsibility for a 
niie orcer on to the higher leadership. 


| 
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On cross-exsmination, the witness was asked whether the secrecy which 
shrouded the vreprzration for war prevented him from learning what had 
happened in Sprin in 1936 and-1937. He answered that "the Reich Minister 
informed us of what happened in Spain" and that he had to participante in 
certain measures in comnertion with them. He testifiec that shortly after 
the beginning of the Spanish affair, Goering orderec that planes shoul be 
transferred to Spain and that men shoulc be relezsed from the armed forces 
so thet they could volunteer to go to Spain. He testified that there were 
conferences nttencec only by generals of the air force, but that at one time 
General Warlimont, who was then in Spain, participated. He went on to say 

hat the air force commanders who perticipatec in this matter were 
Field marshal Milch, Genernl Wimmer, General Stumpf anc possibly 
General Witzleben, Goering informed the military leaders that participation 
in Spain wes necessary, Field Marshal milch also had something to say. 

In addition, there were some people rho came to the conference from Spain. 
The witness wes not willing to deny that something was saic with respect to 
Fnglond and Frence zt these meetings, but he could not remember any other 
subject then thot which coneerned Spain. 


On eross—exenination, the witness testified that history for hundrecs of 
years hne taught thet a nation wns better oble to achieve its political 
objectives if it hnd a strong army with which to back then up. However, the 
militery leaders, prior to the war, believed that the time had come when 
nolitienl discussions were sufficient to ease national hardships such ^s 
those imposed upon germany by the Versailles Trenty. ge was asked what the 
Versailles Treaty hac tco de with the discussion on Prague anc he answered 
thet this territory h22 been German in bout the 15th and 16th centuries. 
Furthermore, the witness enlled attention to the fact thot the great leacers 
of enemy countries hod agreec upon this matter in munich onc that his 
personal opinion wos of no value, The witness expressed the tdief thot if 
there hee been n military porty in Germany, the military leaders would be 
properly chrrged with wesrponsibility, but that inc political dictatorship, 
military commanders were just pams., He was cskec whether top men in the 
various fielés of nationnl leadership were not like artists in a symphony 
orchestra, cach contributing to the totel effect, enc he answered that this 
mis truc, but he pointed cut that a man playing the cello did not sudcenly 
take the baton onc direct the orchestra; and that if everyone wanted to 
become a director there cculd be no concert. 





The ritness deniec having taken part in any conferences with respect to 
the invasion of Porty. We remorkec thet the maintenance of security with 
y J 


$i" 


regard to this camprign wes extremely successful. 


36 obligation anc Obedience of 2 military Lenander to the 
yend of the Stxte. 


The vitness stated thet the soldiers! octh was the highest human ceclars- 
tion with resnect to moral background, The sense of cuty inspired by this 
ath wos the influence which kept the soldier in line at times when every- 
thing was shaking and breaking shout him. The solciers! onth was the core 
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At the outset of partisan warfare, the witness attempted to contro] 
this matter by preventive measures. He tried in ^ religious and political 
way to end the spreading of hatred. He had the partisan groups watched by 
agents and attempted to arrest. their leaders before on operation, He led 
the so-called "truce arrests" during the winter of 1943/1944, under which the 
people convicted of partissen actions were put through regular courts end man; 
of them pardoned by the witness. 


As partison activity increased in size and intensity, the witness placec 
guards on objectives which were of interest to the enemy. The partisms 
used every available means of attack from assault to poisoning. The witnese 
saz that the situetion was becoming desperate and he observed the intense 
attitude of hatred and desire for revenge among his soldiers. Therefore, 
he decreed that smnti-partisan action was put within the exclusive jurisdictic 
of the military. This wns done so that he could restore the mornle of his 
troops by shoving them thet partisan action could be put dorm within a short 
time with the expense of a minimum number of casualties. 


The witness continued to employ preventive measures, among which were 
included the closing of strips of land which were tactically unimportant to 
military traffic, the spreading of a security net over the main thoroughfares 
and roads, the prohibiting of hiteh-hiking, ond the making of vill-ges 
responsible for xcts of sabotage. 


The witness pointed out that the order which stated that 211 civilians 
arrested for having prrticiprted in partisen activity were to be sent to 
concentration camps was enacted with Mussolini's approval. Mussolini 
aporoved the deportation of these people to the Reich. The vitness made 
full publication of all orders relating to onti-partisen mensures, in order 
thet the populrtion should be deterred from partisan activity. 


With the exceytion of the Dorstler case, the witness knew of no case in 
which the Commando order wes carried out. He mentioned several instances 
in which it wos not carried out, including the disposal of an Italian 
commando group of the north wing and instances near Ancona, near Dernoli anc 


near Albenga. 


The witness attempted at all times to preserve art treasures for future 
generations. 


The witness testified that he did everything which was possible, in the 
circumstances, to protect and feed the Italinn people. He gave a priority 
to food trains supplying the city of Rome, which was superior to that of 
military transportation, He worked against the black market and attempted 
to restrict winecesssry travel. 


Tho witness denied that during the years 1942, 1943 and 1944, the trans- 
fer of a person to the gD mennt the murder or killing of that particular 
nerson. He testified thet he thought that the main reason for such trans- 
fers wos that the SD hrc better enmps and better interrogation facilities. 


ve stated that many Germans were killed in anti-partisan activity, 
ranging from Generel Krisoli to his private surgeon, and that actually a fir 
method of desling vith y;ertisens was the best way of preventing the 
further slaugHer of hundreds of thousands of Italians. He did admit, 
however that uncer the terrible pressure of circumstances, awful things were 
i 


bound to happen ond that this wes a deplorable mattor. 


Qn re-cirect examination, the witness testificd that SD Ober sturmbann-— 
fuchrer Kappell, who was also Attache with the Embassy in Rome, wns not in 
ony way under the jurisdiction of the army. However, one of the tasks of 
this man was to report to the witness where nrmed partisan groups were and 
to arrest, on his ovn initiative, lesders of the partisan movement, 
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On cross—exemination, the witness agreec that he would assume responsi- 
bility for everything thet happened within his command zone, with the 
exception of criminal activity: which was taken against his orcer. 
tis nttention wns called to the murder of civilians at Stia Via 137, brought 
about by the fact thet one German soldier was killec. At first t rhe 
witness coule not recollect this individual instance, ond then he pointec 
out thet the document said thet one or two soldiers were killed and 
reprisals were carried out far over the usual proportion. He wes askec 
whether this vas Cone to frighten the population, ond he answered that it 
wns very difficult to reconstruct things one year after the matter had 
happened. 


on ceross-examinstion, the witness was questioned with respect to nis 
orĉer that the civilian population wns to be evacuate from all arenas within 
30 kilometers of the front-line. Tt was the witness! recollection that this 
äi stance hod been reduced to 10 kilometers from the front, onc that in the 
coastal serena the order vas not carried out at all. The purpose of this 
procedure wes to evacuate the battle areas in orcer to avoid loss of life. 


The witness wos questioned with regarc to his testimony that oy agree- 
ment vith Mussolini, bandits were placed in collection camps anc teken wo 
Germony to work in labor battslicns. 


He was asked why he should have acted as police custodian for Mussolini 
who hac long been deposed, oné he answered that this measure was lega al anc 
thet the work of Mussolini's Government in Northern Italy was bincing upon 


him. 


on re-direct examination, the witness stated that he consicerec 
Ceportotion a miler form of punishment than the capitel punishment which 
woule ordinarily have been metec out to partisan members. 


On cross-exomination, the witness was asked why he had oacceptec the 
completely unnecessary job of comnancer-in-chief softer the cuse hec become 
horeless and thus eee about the deaths of thousands of Aliied anad Germar 
solciers. He insisted that he was the man who arranged the surrender of tr 
Ttslien forces ond was one of those who prepared the final German surrender, 
te referred the prosecuting attorney to the longuege of his radio message t 
Fisenhower et the time of the surrender. The prosecutor remincecd him that 
this ves © month anc © half after he sacceptec command of the Western army. 


Ss The Attitude of the Wilitery Leacers to Anti-Jevwish 
Activity Prior to the Wer 


on cross-exemination, the vitness testified thet the Germen military 
leaders, as a erste, believec the explenntione of the political leacers witl 
respect to the snti-jJevish Cemonstrations of November 1938. However, he we 
willing to concede the stupidity of such creculity. He hea to ocmit that 
none of the Jews oppcsed the discriminatory treatment of the Jewish people. 


il. Evidence of Voluntary or Compulsory Membershi 





The witness testifiee thet he consicered the wer lost after the loss of 
Stalingrac, He was then asked why he hec accepted the position of commandi 
in—chief - west ot a time when the cause was even worse. He answerec that 
ne aoe not wanted this assignment and regrettcc the fact that his name was 

ell time associetec with the complete defect of the German arry . 
che was askec if he hac ony iden of hor many more men were shot because 
commanders continuet to fight after they considered the matter hopeless. 

The witness remarke that when Hitler put him in cherge of the Western 
comprign, he (the witness) hac just returned from s recuperation furlough 
anc wes not personally scquaintea with concitions. Hitler told him that th 
campaign in the West was secondary in importance to that in the zast. 
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He could not, however, estimate how many men were killed or wounce! after 
this time beenuse no reports were sent to army Hq. -rom the lower remiza- 
tions. 


The witness denicc that he had killed or arrested any office: beenuse 
they wanted to quit. He acmittec that he relieved Vettinghoff an` Wolf of 
their posts in Itely but denied that he hac had them arrestec. He denied 
thet he opposed the surrender Ciscussions which hac been carried owt by 
SS lencer Wolf. 


The witness mentioned General Hoszbach and General Beck as military 
leaders who resigned of their owm volition. He stated that Gener: von Les 
retirement vas not a retirement of this kinc, but that he was retire. in 

orcer to make room. The witness statec that prior tc the war, the <eneral. 
refrained from retiring »beenuse of price but that curing war-time, *% was 

impossible to retire without the Fuehrer'!s consent. The witness did not 

believe that there was one leader within the German army who Cid not rt one 
time or another hane in his resignation., It vas not so mich a iney of the 
necessary courage to tell the Nazi Party to co its own dirty work as it was 
the scruples thot a man had with respect to giving up his resconsib; tics. 


Summarized by: J.S. CONVAY 
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SUBJECT: Transfer of merbers of Secret military Police Into Secrvrity lice, 
anc Tasks and Activities of Secret Military Dolice 
Aftor the First or ae ar, itness was a police employee, leaving 
ith the rank of Captain in 1922. In 1933, he re-cntered the Order Police 
with the same renk, s ering in the office of the Secret St-te Police in 
Saxony. n 1936, the witness entered the Field Police as rn inspector, 
He participated in military maneuvers vith Field Police Chief of the Army i 
1938 and ves Ciemissed after that. On 21 August 1938, h ‘enin entered the 
Ariy o m i May 1949, he »eeame commander-—in-chicf of Milit-ry police in thi 
OKY et Obersalzbureg. He held the sore of Colonel from 21 August 19 until 
the enc of the war. He also zet Untersturmfuchrer in the SS “ne we 
a memh: of the Porty from 1937. 
Eo fAetivities Relatinr to Article 6 of the Chorter 
La Transfer Secret Ficid Police Units Tnto the SCocurity 
Police 
As a Field Police cemmender, the witness wre under the juri ction of 
Acmirel Generis in the srmy High C mang. The strength of the Ficld Police 
wns raised from 3,000 members at the beginning of th or to Ll or 12,00C 
ns the wer progressed, 
Th May 1942, a ner higher SS snd police le: cer wes ererted. At this 
sine th Secret Field Police ves relieved of mar of its cuties bv th 
curity Police. The Reichsfuchrer SS reouired n enlarged polici force 
in Fronces snc he therefore rttemrtec to get the entire Secret Ficlé Police 
uncer his jurisciction there. Hovever, OK), anë especially Acmirel Cencris, 
protested. às ^2 result, wimmler and Keitel OPONON at on -greement bhy whic! 
ali men from the Secret Field Police wt ere not sctually needed for the 
army were relonsec Hence, in Froree in 1942 2 sibel of “bout £200 men vere 
relensed from the army end then nsferrec 
: 


Security Polic 
of fi 


This verbal agreement betveen Himmler ond Keitel wes settled of telly 
through on order of 17 December 1942. 


The above transfer was consurmatec by n group arrangement, thet is, the 
men vere moved as n unit. The only individurls excluded were those born 
in 1917 or esrlier. Individuals could not refuse to be trensforred. 
The witness believed that such refusal ould heve resulted in an ar court 
mertial or trial by on £9 court er the transfer hed in fact nlready 
Securre?c. The groups aetna” rere aoei comprised of nbout 5 netivi 
policemen, 45 officers, sbout 15 nen-commissioned officers, enc »lso r 
group of nuditors, mechsnics, anc sc o's On eross—examination, the witness 
stated that ench group totalec shout LO men. These men were ro-groupec 


by the Security Pclice. 


the Criminel police of the Gestep S 


same type of transfer took 
higher aS and poiice leader. 


The 
th 


re A 


oe 


| PEN . 
zJner eve 
ere 


occupied countries 
1945, 5 Erc 


č) 


~ 


) urt ) 5) 








trensferred from the Secret Field Police to the Security Police in Belgium, 
l in Serbia, 1 in Denmerk, etc. The total number of these so-eollec 
"Labor recruits" nmounted to between 55 ond 75 hundred men. fs n result, 
whenever 2 higher SS end police lender wes put in an occupied country, the 
OK’ took 11 its ficld police out of the country imneciately. 


2. Activities of the Secret Field Police 

The Secret Field Police wns only responsible for areas outsice of the 
Reich. Its work consisted of administration and law. It cvopersted with 
the Security Police snd was uncer the same commandaer~in-—chief of the arny. 
Horever, there rns no organizational or juriscictionsl connection between 
he TWO. 
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After ' 1942 an agreement wae renchec wherein the Secret Fiel: Police no 
longer hee jurisciction regnrcing civilicn matters, but only concerned it- 
self with violations of military lov. Tf 2 civilian motter was involved, 
the offender was then trsnsferrcoe” to the Security Police. 

The Germon Secret Field Police force hod been originsily organizet os 
Lligence mit of the German army., However, after the 
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TRANSCRIPT PAGES 931-945 AND 


SUBJECT: "Der S.A. Mann", 


Witness was a member of the. S.A. from August 1930, and from 1935 was 
chief of office on litcrature and publications of the S.A, (Page 932). 


I. Knowledge of Criminal Activities. 


l; Politics. 


The "S.A. Mann" contained seven articles, on various dates from 
June 1934 to December 1937, recording the revision of the Versailles Treaty 
which had been achieved by the freeing of the Rhineland, and the diminishing 
of the war tributes, and the establishment of good German-Polish rektions, 
and the return to Germany of the Saar, and the Anglo~German Naval Agreement, 
and the Four Years Plan; and recording the German right to colonics. 


The "S.A. Mann" also devoted pages to the subject of re-arming 
with motor-cycles, and to reprints from half-military publications which could 
be bought in the bookshops. These were not of any interest to the S.A. loader- 
ship, but were thought by the Editors to be popular amongst the S.A., and 
the witnoss states that the individual officers of the S.A, supreme loader- 
ship did not have any influence on the political contents of the "S.A. Mann", 
Between 1935 and 1939 he repeatedly tried to gain control of the "S.A. Mann", 
and was supported in these attempts by the 5,4, leadership. However, all 
these attempts failed, due to the opposition of the editors and the publishors 
of the "S.A. Mann" (Page 934), yet in cross-coxamination, he admits that the "S.A. 
Mann" was published by the official publishing house of the Party and bore 
under the title the words "the official publication of the S.A.", which ho 
explains by saying that that was the intention, but it was not so in practice, 
and tho words could not have been left out without causing the suppression of 
the paper earlier than it in fact took place, 


2 e J ows, 


Articles in the "S.A, Mann" on the Jewish question, published 
between February and July 1935 were not according to the witness sponsored by 
the S.A. leadership, who had in fact refused such articles because they wore 
not in accordance with the party program, The S.A, leadership were novor in 
favor of oxtermination of the Jews, but were in favor of the prevention of the 
intervention of the Jews in the cultural life and economic system of Germany. 


3. Preparation for a War of Aggsression. 


The articles in the "S.A, Mann" referred to in Document PS 3050 
were according to the witness taken from German and foreign nowSpapcrs, and 
were accurate news. One, called "Czech Terror and German need in Czecho= 
slovakia", he says is simply a factual report of German need in the Sudetenland. 
And they wero all, according to him, published not at the reauest of the S.A. 
leadership but by the desire of the Editors, 


4, Churches, 


The 5,4, leadership, says the witness, remained away from any 
struggle against the denominations, 


en er 








000 


54 Ideology, 


The writings of Rosenberg and the master-—race theory of Himmler 
were not accepted by the S.A, Nor were "Der Stuermer" or the "Fight" publica- 
tions read by the S.A. Ideology was a sector of the S.A. training service, 
which comprised education to community, then to patriotism, and to a docent 
way of life, and to knowledge of and following the Party program, There were 
10 to 12 hours annually alloved for this training. Mein Kapf did not form, 
in all ports, a basis for training. Thematerial pertaining to exterior 
policies was not used because they might have been, and were, subject to 
changes. The "S.A, Fuchrer" was an internal paper of theS,A., which was also 
used for the training of S.A, Leaders, It contained articles by military men 
but the S.A. was not, says the witness, trained for warlike purposcs,. 


6. S.A, Reitercorns. 


In cross-examination witness said that certain articles in the 
"S.A. Fuchrer" in 1936 were written by an S,A. fuechrer, a former Austrian 
Captain of cavalry and witness accepted them because all problems pertaining 
to tho S.A. Reitercorps were unsolved, but they were not taken serisusly and 
were only published in order to provoke discussion, Witness could believe 
that these articles were a complete misrepresentation of 5.4, Reitercorps 
policy, but he did not know thet when he published then, 


The order which prevented the further apnesrance of the "S.A. 
Mann" originetod directly from Adolf Hitler and stated that the "5,4. Mann" 


was suspended because it had repeatedly violated the regulations of tho Nazi 
press (Page 935). 


Summarized by: I. D, Mcilwraith 


This summary is to be substituted for the former summary distributed 
on this witness, 
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Tasks and Objectives of the 5.5. 
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Tho full sovereignty of tho Stato in Danzig lay wholly within 
the hands of a Senate composed of a Presidont and a number of paid and 
noeid Senators who were elected. These were supervised by a High Com- 
missioner and by the League of Nations and also by 2 general Commissioner 
of Police. The NSDAP and the SS in Denzig were the same as they wore in 


Germany. However, because of the supreme primacy of tho Constitution in 
Danzig, this organization wes in a more subordinate position than in 
Gariany. Witness testified that he entercd the SS not for any ideological 
reasons but because he thought, thus, to retein his position as sovernmont 
Med: eal Commissar. However, during his time in the SS erganization ho was 
sur. that it had no secret political aims., Its slozen was to cultivs 

amous the inh abitants of Danzig a strong desire to retain their German 
heri tago e ore was no aim within the organization to bring about 9 
forcible annexation of Denzic to the German Reich. Most of tho mombers 
wer. convinced ef tho validity and good faith of the fricndship pact 
betireon Germany and Poland entered into betweon Germany and Poland in 
1932. (p. 1791) 

The SS organization in Danzig ha ad no secret radio stations and 
no defense Army nor did it indulge in any 5th column activities. xo 
testified thet there were in the area of Danzig about 6 to 800 SS mon. 

(n. 1792) 
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The witness himself was on friendly terms with the High Com 
missioner of the Leasuc of Nations residins at Danzis asa the High 
Coumissioner Poland, both of whom wore well aware thet he was a 
meiber of the SS organization. (p. 1792) 

When the witness left the SS, it was not because he had dotoctod 
ar Gee etoes activitics but because ho could not find himself in agroemont 

t the internal politics of tho Party. (p. 1793) 

From his experienco in the SS he did not believe thet this 
orsonization during the time of his membership presented any criminal 
ains or tendencies. Phe crimes which were later committed mist 
havea resulted from deviation from the original objectives of tho SS 
ore-nization. Prior to 1936 there had not occurred in Danzig any Jowish 
pos and the Nurnberg Law was not in effect there. The witness cxoressod 


Dinion that it was 5 small etroies which had any part in the erimos. 
The ordinary people were not well informed and from sll the information thet 
was available to thom could not possibly conclude that anti-semitism would 
take an aggerossive, bestial or active charactor (p. 1796) 
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On cross oxamination the witnoss was asked whother the torro 
reign of tho Party and the anti-somitic methods £t sponsored wero aaah 
known. He believed that they wore. Ho was thon asked whothor tho pri 
eagoncies responsible for this reign of torror woro not the Gostano, tho 5s 
and the SD, and ho answored that he thought that most of the ordinsry onii 
suffered more from the oppression of tho political ‘ieehare. Tho witness 
admitted that the specter of the Gestapo loomed before them whonovor thoy 
got into trouble. (pp. 1798, 1799) 


II. Evidence of Voluntary or Compulsory Mombership 
The witness tostificd that in his caso in Denziz he was able to 
leaves the SS without serious consecauonces to himself. His withdraws ue 

oll-wed shortly after that of his Chicf, Rauschning, who also resigned 
e could not agree with Party policy. He expressed the opinion 

that in Germany the consequences cf such a withdrawal might 301 
rious. As a citizon cf the freo state cf Danzig, na was abla te 
emirate to South Amcrics, which he could not have dene f 
He telioved thet an attompt to withdraw cn his cwn meticn i 
would heve ruined his carcer and jeopardized his family. He also thcoue 
thet he would have boen sent to a concentraticn camp. (pp. 1792 to 179: 
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III. Knowledge of Criminal Activitics 


When the witness wont tc South America after havine withdrawn 
fr m political and Party life in Danzig, he was smazod and i 
th> amount cf knowledge, which pecple in 4Amorica had cf what was qocinz 
cr inside Gormany. Feople in the Westorn Hemisphere knew mero cf ovents 
in Gormany than did pecple in Germany itself. Accordingly, when h 
returned to Germany in 1940 and again experienced hew little tho Gorman 
4. 


ple know of thet which was gcing cn in thoir cwn eccuntry, he ~ttomptod 
tc explain things to them but no cne would listen te him. (p» 1794) 


The witness stated that ho had a number cf acquaintances in 3orlin 
particularly oppesed to the Party and its policies. (p. 1795) 
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HELMUTH KLUCK, & Witness for the S.S., Gave the F llcwing Tostimceny. 
Rozarding the Political L cadorsh ip Corps 


Rospinsibility cf the Pc kise al Leaders 


for the Torrorizing Influence of Pclit- 
ical Leaders 


On cross M n the witness expressed his cpinicn thst the 


small people suffered mre from the cppressicn of the pelitical loaders 
than thoy did EP any rule cf torror by the Gestapc, the SS and the SD. 
He was asked for information os to just how and to what extent tre Orts- 


er .oponloiters, the Zollenlciters and the Blockloiters terrorized to 


pecolo. He stated that the terror within the system iteelf lay chiofly 
in the fact that the political power had been placed within the ‘ends of 
A fowe All Civil vido apprintments had tc have the approva aL of the 
Ortssrupponloiter, ecnecerning not cnly the ability cf the candic but 
als: his political attitude. A jcb hclder misht Icse his Jct ie it cano 
OR a i 


t o attonticn of the lecal Bicek or Zellenleiters, if he wore nct in 
syr athy with the Party Program, and in any event he would have certain 
dif- icultics. The witness oxpressed the opinicn, kewever, that eny 
political systom which employe ’>cplo wished its omplcyecs tc agree with 
its policy. Bleekliteors, Zol s and Ortserupponleiters influenced 
t t 


or 

he pecple towards ndhotonde ne aor Proeran by mosns cf convincing 
ond vorsusding and scmetimes this was dene by force. Tho dezroo of force 
exc tod depended on tho lecality, circumstances and the pers alities 
inv-clved. Tho witness stated that ho was acquainted with the gonoral 

fe ` the pecple te be given a bad name cr EN ne Questioned 
further for spocific examples cf the uso cf fcrce, he stated the case 

£ a loador in his noighdcrhccd who was arrosted by order cf the Orts- 
riopenleiter deca bal 


g 
9 Q 


' F a tho s - ‘ y A tP 
e ghe had stated that the war would probably 
s after her arrest he investigated and found t 
Aa el am ay ae 3 A . fae = e g -F oo ee Ts 5 AER o S , ai eal = R 
hed not returned tc her heme. He did nct know whether she was arrostod 


J va > 
bt. tho Gostape cr was put into a concontraticn camp. The witioss Vas 
co ipminod with respect tc the above testimony by tho Counsel for tro 
EF litical Loadership Corps. In response tc the questicning cf this 
attcrnoy, the witness stated that the political loaders below tho rank 


of Ortszruppenleiter ae peor individuals who did ncthing but run aroun 
fron morning until nicht doing such menial tasks as distributin: cors, otc. 
(pp. 1799, 1800 tc 1203) 


Summarized by: 


J. S. CONWAY 
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SUMARY OF EVIDENCE OF FAUL KOPF 


WITHESS TOR TVS CORPS OF POLITICAL LEADERS 
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SUBJECT: Functions of the Office of Community Policy—loen—Par 


in Party Decisions. 


on May 1, 1933 in the 
Ye had not been a 


Witnes the Part: 
would lead Germany out of economic misery. 
any volitical party prior to that time. 
fricial of the Ganantsleiter Party for the communel policy on 
i held this office until the end of the wer. “e served 
capacity.at Sochum and later at 


s joined 
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I. Activities Relating 








l. Structure, #unc „ and Position within 
the Party of tko Cffice for Community rolicy 





Ma < A s ` > a} i i 3 Ta - TF x 7 a n 
The witness served under the Lor aver of ~erne wno 
a ~ A p S de- * i rt ~ y= 4 d "tao ~ S$ =? 4 ate 

e sane tine Gauamtsleiter for Co:;unity Policy». (p. 1001) 
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trere was a Yeuptamt or main office for lo nity Policy. i 
‘ 3 a. m g 1 re-do S aT ya Tr. oe 
was headed bv a Gauamtslelter who 10. five assistants. The func 
J i s ep $ 


stants were respectively: the d 
‘anavemont of matters relating to structure; settlements 
training and legal affairs; questions 
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civil servants; and tre acministr 
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atters the Gauamtsl 
however, th 


In discivlinary 
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level o* 
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Con Ani l tv PERELE were Was S11 oraina 
received “is worzinst o 


The Gauamtsleite 
self-coverned tasks of hi 
culture, the thea 
practical matter, he was meinly con 
salary, training, instructions anc. ad 
Liters were professional advisors of 

sher or Lower Fert 
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Leiters of the Office of Community 
meetings of the Gauleiter ov 


Policy 
staff month or 


1003) 
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Unaer a law called 
issued orders to the Gauamt sle 
in community organizations. T 
tnat the person suggested to f 


e-i 1 


sional qualifications and trair 


er, with respect to 
e amtsleiter had the duty to 
11 NE should 


(ov. 1003, 1004) 
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The Office for Community Policy had no connection with other 
organizations, such as the SS or the German Labor Front. (7. 1004) 


The witness was not acq inted with the Organization Book. 
He did not believe that this book was a definite yard stick for Farty 
oractices because if it ad been it would have been known by Party 


Se disazreed with the book insofar as the:: è `° > ` tre 
Antsstellonleiters were set forth in the book as political leacers. 
These officials had nothing to do vith politics in the technical sense 
of the word. It would have been tore accurate to have called them 
orofessional advisors and it woul’ have been preferable to have called 
their office: the’ "effiec.for Bommunity Matters" instead of the "Office 
for Sommunity Policy". The office was a vrofessional rather than a 
political one. (pp. 1004, 1005) 


On cross examination the witness testified that matters pertain- 
ing to the community were the propor concern of the Office for Community 
Folicy. These matters were not directly under tre authority of the 
Jauleiter but were miborainate to the Government President, to the Sovern— 
ment Minister and to the Ministry of the Interior. They were administered 
by the Lord Mayor in the citios .and by:the Landrat rarally. The Party 
representative had the risht to suggest names for the positions of the 
leading communal officials, such >s the Mayor and similar positions, and 
the witness admitted that the Gau:citers! rizht to recommend appointments 

local Government was institutes so that the Gauleiter misht have an 
fluence in local Government but he stressed the fact that the Gauar*s— 
elter nad the duty to see to it that the person recommended should have 


the proper professional aualifications. (pp. 1016 to 1018) 
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B. Anti-Churc Activities 


litical leacers who belonged. 
at the political leaders dic. 
ter or the Ortsgruppenleiter 


The witness knew a number of p 
to the Christian Church. Ee m ‘led th 
not receive from the Gauleiter, e Kreislei 
instructions to leave the idd iy a 1005 ) 
“he witness was unacque! ted with the anti-church opinions of 

igh Party leaders, such as was cx vessed in the letter from Reichsleiter 
Bormann to all Gauleiters in 1941, Document D-75, in which it was stated 
tnat National Socialism and Christianity were incompatible. Although he 
was informed that there wes a possibility that Sormann's letter, in its 
ain contents, had been disseminated amone Gauleiters and Kreisleiters, 

è witness denied that any such opinion had reached officials in his 
cepartment. As a matter of fact, they awaited in vain an instruction 
or regulation in this matter. Anything that they learned with respect 
to SORE ROSENRON th church property and arrests of churchmen came to them 
through the press. (pp. 1009, 1010) 




















The witness testified that the point in the Fazi Party Prosram 
which demandec. the union of all Germans was expressive of a desire of the 
people, both of Austria and the Sučeten land, to join Germany. He stated 
that the part of the program which demanded colonies to take care of 
surplus populetion was not interpreted as a plan for conquest of foreign 
territory but as stating an objective to get back colonies by means of 
uegotiaticns, (pp, 1005, 1006) 


ine point in the Party Program which stated that only people 

f German faith could be Germans end which excluded Jews from this cate- 
Ory, wes explained to the leaders of the professional offices as authoriz— 
ing = restriction of the ‘ue tiene of Jewish fellow citizens in proportion 
to thoir numbers. It was stated that this would be accomplished in a 
humane and legal manner. The leaders of the offices for Community Policy 


nad nothing to do with acts of discrimination and persecution azeinst 
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Jewish citizens. Indeed, they learned of these actions only through the 
ss and throuch observation. They never knew of these measures anead 
of time. (pə 1007) 


c. The witness and his associates did not consider the 
transformation of the German Army from a ' mercenary troop into a people's 
Army as a step towards aggressive war. ‘They had before them the example 
of Switzerland which had a veople's Army but had never waged ags sressive 
WAT. p. 1007) 

The leaders of the professional offices in the staff of the 
r or Kreisleiter and particularly those in the Office for Com 


Gauleite 
munity Folicy dià not know of any vlan for aceressive ware They were 
verv much surprised by the outbreak of war. (p. 1006) 


Officials in the Office “or Commnity Policy had very little 
influcuce over future legislation. They could make suggestions of a 


wirely professional nature which were then forvarded through Party 
chennols to the Ministry of State. Their influence was limited to such 
matters as salary of candidates for > military career, and the training 
rezulations for candidates for a > unity Civil Service. (p. 1009 ) 


4, Dissolution o7 “Trade Unions 


Tho Office for Community Policy had no part in the destruction 
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ns. This measure was performed by Ley who instructed 


of the ie: trade unio 


one Lai 
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the officials fron the Office for Community Folicy had nothing 
tc do with the purpose and function of Sinsetztab Rosenberg in taking the 
art treasures from the occupied territories. (wp. 1010, 1011) 


6. Mistreatment of Allicd Fliers 
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witness knew the co:.tonts of 2 letter by Bormann, Document 
ba = ry OLA ; s . . s é at = o wi az eD Za a am a ie AN 
May 30, 1944, which stated a policy of not punis*ing 





? ` t 
trose who participated in the lynching of Allied fliers. He camo upon 
ris Pair Bi throuch channels other than the official sources of the 
Office for Community Policy. He pointed out that from the distribution 
kev of this letter it could be secu that the Gouamtsleiters wore not 
supposed to know of it. Tho leadurs of the Professional Office hed no 
a 


s of 

instructions regarding the treatment of enemy aviators and they took no 
= ae J u 

part in their mistreatment e (pp. 3911, 1012) 


ms. 2 <o * 3 : a ees m. 08 SF — nore PP e an 
The witness did not knc >f the instructions given by Zitle 
Pn . . ~ 


to Reichsleiter Bouhler and Dr. Exondt, whieh authorized mercy z1.. 
under certain conditions, This lotter wes cited on page 1423 of the 
is man aon es of testimony bef re the Tribunal. Witness statod that 
he wes a soldier from besinning of the war until 1942 and that after his 
return he never discussed the matter of mercy killings with anyone. 


FTE rs and 5 AAP yee 





Although the witness had never beon a Blockleiter or a Zellen- 
citer, he was allowed to testify with respect to the tasks of these 
Party officials. The zist of his testimony was that thoy performod 
unimportant, purely administrative duties and wero considered in tho 
category of bank messengers. They did not enzaze in the persecution 
of people within their districts and they could not havo kept tho 
confidence of their people if they had spicd upon them. Block and 











Zellenleiters had no leadership authority and they were inferior in 
orivileze and power to the staff members of the Ortsgruppenleiter. 


(pp. 1012 to 1015) 


The witness was cross cxamined with respect to the participa- 
tion of Blockleiters and Zcllenloiters in Jow-baiting activities. An 
L7 


əxcerpt was read to him from P.S. .74, U.S. 729, which was a letter by 
e Fropagenda Leiter to all Kreisl hore end which directed that the 


Ortszruppenleiters should form a district committee. It wes suggested 
t a 
i y 3 


to the witnoss that the Ortsgruppenleiter certainly would appoint LA 
Zellenleiters and POSERE TEER to this committec., The witness responded 
that ho could not authoritatively answer this question becuse ke had 
never been 2 Siiakial ter or olle: loiter but thet these officials within 


bd 


not participate in these activities and that those Block- 
advice when he was Fersonnel Director of the city 
46 never a a him of any such activities on their 
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II. Evidence of Voluntary or Compulsory Membership 


Without a very cood reason, such as illness or overwork, no 
ne within the Party could refuse an office. Generally it was expected 
nat a Farty member would join his profossional organization, such as 
tho Gorman Labor Front or the German Association of Civil Sorvice. 
However, membership in 2n organization, such as the SA, the SS or the 


; 
= I 
Sitlor Youth, was voluntary. (pr. 1001, 1002) 


Usually it was not permitted to give up a political office 
because of an unwillinenoss to share the views of the Nazi Party. Such 
an action would have been followed by certain political consequences 


mons which was expulsion from the Nazi Party. In the event that a 
Civil Servant was oxpelled from the Party for refusal to accept a 


politiesl office or because he wis ed to retire from such an offi 
the Givil Servant lost his position, his salary snd his pension c 
and his family was placed in sericus distress. (op. 1001, 1002) 
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SUMMARY OF BYIDE"CT OF FANS JOCTIN KUBITZ WITNESS 





FOR THN SS ORGANIZATION TAKEN BEFORE 


à COMMISSION OW 1 JULY 19-6 





TRANSCRIPT FAGES 
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ST37L0T: Mission of the Volksdeutsche Mittelstelle (V.D.M.S. — 
aveney for Funds for Racial Germans). 


In 192” the witness became a lewyer in the Volksdeutsche 
“ttelstclle (V¥.D.M.S.) and in 1938 received the rank of SS Unter 
ctaymfuohror. In 19:2 he was made Chief Referat and received the 
title Sturmbannfuchrer. 


I. wetivitics Relating to srticl. 6 of the Cierter 





In 1939 the V¥.D.1.S was given the 
ai, Tre T.T.P.3. wes a Supreme Reich's Office 
n ‘ho’ firss raesottlement under this program 


at year end consisted of an exchange of 


fob of returning Germans 


4 
v 


x | t 9 f por- 
sons witir the Russicas in Foland. This was carried out vpon tho suz- 
stion of the Soviet Governmont. The second rosettlement was that of 
the r hori Baltic Nations, Lithucnis ond astonia, which wero reset- 
tloé according to the decree given in = speech by Fitler on 6 October 
1939, which delineated = line running through ioiand end Lithuania, on 
5 ` f 


ono tido of whieh would be aiL Germans and a11 Russians on the other 


sidc. Tho witness was in cherz- of this second resettlement.» 


It wes not intended se was suggested hy the prosecution in 
its interprotation of Dycument U.§..303, that persons hrought back to 


3 3 : : -| ’ a> ams £ + 
Gormeny should arain return to the aroas from which they came, 2rver 


the Gorman army should have occupicd those are2se Most of the reset- 
4 = ús a EOE P08 s à men 3 jas nA 
Klomonts were carried out under official agreements between Russia and 


Gornany whoreby each rosottled its own nationals who had been living 

in the torritory of the cihor. The rosettlements were carried out by 
ruan - Bussian Commissions which worked on both sides of tho horder. 
Te He wligible fo this plan an individual had to prove German nation- 


asenting a doeunonts to a German — Soviet Commission and 


Tt was not truc, 25 was meinta 
the So hy means of the Contr 1 Office fo 
K] in e. discussion on July +, 1922, which 1s veferyel © in 
ixhibit.R 114, rogarding tho resettlement of people living in Alsaco 


oe 
nati oh EB Ui adni J , 
m7} rs : PA E V- £ Se a a ee y WE- rad ay . Ar s ~ 
mo Gontrol 9ffico fu Funds for German Minorities had only to do with 
N wa ~~ om T Bie ie ; A aj Tay — "| m ye -~ 7 n , h 
sermnens Livine abroac. Ursae and Lorraine were administered by th 
ct j ` y 


so «oiloa Chief cf CL ab Al unietration, which was an office ATEN 


On crosa czoLiut ticn wisness stated that ho did not believe 
that the Gera. maven unto Usechoslovakia was in any way aided by 
ifth Colum as ivity tat that in its first phase it was tho rosult 
Agreement how. oa fou- forcicn ministers and in its ater phase 
aged cn 2 desire by ths Fresident of the Czechoslovkian State 
thau Hitlor should sené in nis troops in order to guard the Frotecto- 


(anan fa | 


2 Ths witness did not know of the presence of rony at »} meeting 
Sotwoon Fitler and Yenlein in March 1938, at whic.. Henacin was zivon 


om Nee 
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inct.cstions for the. Sudeten Gorman Farty, yt ineisted that ir i-a erz 
wosant it was not #8 a michar of the V.D.M S. but as tho kolãer 


WO i ad t d o 
f a special mission from Hitler. The V.D.M.S. did not financo Fonloir 


bat, in its capacity as supervisor -f the Toreign ste ange Budget, it 
had to do informed cf any transfor cf foroign exchange e 

If any nonoy was given to the Sudeten Germen Farty, the 
followins procedure was followed. Aft first, there was an estinate of 
tho hudvet necessary for the fiscal year which was submitted to the 
Vinistvies cf Finance of Germany and of Czechoslovakia. These then 
nance a certain sum within the scope cf which paynents cculd be made. 
after approval by the Ministry cf Finance, this budect was sent to 
tho V.D.M.S., which classified it under different items for different 
purposes and secured the money from organizations such as the Sustav- 
Adclph Orscanization which would be interested in subsidizing the 
varivus purposes Tho sum-se collected was then transforrod tc tho 
account .f the Czech National Bank. Henlein was able t- secure this 
ncney from that bank. If other parties gave money to Henlein, the 
V.D.M.S. knew nothing of ite After 1938 the Schulevercin Sud--Mark 
wag tho channel throuzh which the payments were made. 


Tho Gornans came tc Germany by reason cf State Treaties 
with cthor naticns, ospecially with Scvict Russia, end were placed 
in camps in Germany. They numbered shout 1,000,000 people». The 
Volksdoutscho Mittelstolle was not concerned with tho sottlement 
guosticn itself but only with the transp rtation of these people 
to tho carps. However, the witness did know thet only ahout 300,000 
of the 1,000,000 worse placed cn property that had an equivalent value 
to thet from which thoy had been talon. The rest were put tc work in 
war industrics cr on farms. 


The witness, on erces oxamination, denied that Himmler was 
selocted for his position ** srustce of the V.D.M.S. because he was 
hvad of an orvanizaticn (t) 38) which was trained to persecute other 


racos and to enablo Germens > enjoy the fruits of that persecution. 


The fivo or six instructions which Finumler issucd in his capacity as 
w i oP 


Roichsltommissar for The Strengthening of Germanism t the V.D.M.S. 
concerned only the carrying cut of the rosettlement of Germans uncor 
iotornationel treaties. It was clear that he dia not act as SS Fuchror 
3n this matter or ho would heave made uso of his 55 offices in which 
there wore sovoral dovartmonts, for example, the Wirtschaft und Vor- 
weltunsshauptamt (Economic and administration Main Office and the Rasse 
nd Siedlunesheuptamt Mein Office for Racial and Resettlement rolicy), 
weich were suited for such a2 purpose. 


In ad@éition tc the suvplyine of funds fcr the repatriation 


o M -y9 . - s Tn . . v ma yr A- Wad am r s os ~~ y wt 7 
e Gornan nationals, the aʻency suppliod funds to German minority 
roups in luropean countries outside o- wrmanye These orzanizations 


cano within the protesticn of the Minorities Frotectorate Troatics anc 


T 


wore reeronized in Moeue anc Geneva. The Y.D.M.S. did not concorn 

itself with tho racial quosticn but merely with the supplying of the 

funds wheroty these ercuns could pursue their cultural end relizicus 

activiticse. Ne propiecanda ct 2 political nature was transmitted dy 

the V.DeM.eS. to the Gozmen minorities. Members of German mincritics 
o 


could not usc Mui mpos fcr their organizations and it ws forbidden 
b. supply thea uith political pamphlets or hocks. 


Fun‘: were Golivered to the minorities by the V.D.M.S. through 
nedium of tha Ro’ chsbark which used a ccrrespondent bank at the 


ty 


locale -f the mincrity eroup crtside of Germany. From the foundin= of 
Y 


S. until the cushreak of war in,1939 the annual fisuro trans- 
orrot to the Terman racial srcups was between 2 and 3,000,000 marks. 
Thogso amcunts varied dependins tc a creat extent on t' amcunt of money 
. fi roien state was, in turn, willing tc transfor ti 3 mincrities 
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The witness denied the assertion of the prosecutor, based on 
Locvnont U.$.4. 95, that the V.D.M.S. had a hand in preparing the occu- 
pation of the Czochoslovakian Stete. Lerenz, who was head of tho V.D.M.S. 
at the time of the meetine mentioned in the document was actinz 2s if on 

Specisl mission for Hitler 2nd not as an official of the V.D.M.S. 
ee i coset he other man mentionod in this document, was 
never a momber of the V¥.DM.§. 

Witness divided. the work of the V.D.M.S. into two main but 
aistinct parts. The first was diroctly subordinate to Hitler, by means 
or a Special assivnment which ran directly from Fitler to Lorenz, over 
C immler bhad no inf aie ey In this s ction wore Loreng and his lecal 
“unlnistrator end six other pecple who were not SS members. At tho ond 

1963 they wore tiven honorary SS ranks accordine to tho position they 
ola in the V.D.M.S. The second section, which concerned itsolf with 
the henilins of funds for cultural and church purposes and for resot- 
vloment, rad about 14,000 people, About 7,000 of these had to wea 
uniforms because rosettloment work was supposed to be ecarrico out hy 
iforn personnel. hout 200 SS pocple worked in this commission and, 

21 adition, another 600 were draftod into the Waffen-SS and placed on 
tha staff of the Main Office of the V.D.M.S. 


i 
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II. ‘vidence of Voluntary or Compulsory Membership 


Witness received an honorary membership in the SS which came 
to hin >y reason of his position as Director of the V.D.M.S. in its 
norman. oOlish activiticos. This honorary monbersrip was the usual type 


of oS mombership within the V.D.M.S. ant hardly any of those honorary 
SS loaders applied for rank or membership. It wes understood that if 


| V.D.. S. oxocutive left his office he would lose his SS memborship. 
sieht huudred of the 140Wemplezvecs of the V.D.M.S. wore SS members. 
Or t*ugo500, approximately 600 became menbers while they were at work 
on the commission which in cooperation with a Russian Commission was 
wearin? for the resottlemens of German nationals from Russia to 
Germany. These 600 wore SS u iforms hoi aie insiznia on this 
work because the Russian authorities insisted that they be uniforn. 
When thoy returnod from their work on this pe an the 600 learned 
that thoy had been drafted and thoy wore then inducted into the Waffon-Ss. 
This took etna in 19:0. The witness wes reminded of the fact that up 
baron h the year 19-0 only volunteors wore taken into the Weffon—-Ss. 

On rodiroct examination the witnoss oxplained that he did not moan that 
all 800 of theso men wore drefted in the voar 19-L0 but that thoy wore 
drafted over the poriod from 1940 until tho end of the war. 


III. Knowledse of Criminal activitics 


scoutsche fittolstelle played no part in the oxtermina- 
tion of the Jows, The witnese! acency oven resettled full—bloodod Jows 
Lan the course o? thoir oroerem. Ec believed thet Mimnler's pee tey WAS 
| roiationship which corresponded to the index of their 
population sand 4o decrowo the disprovortionately larre PE ORe which 
O 
c 


they hac exe: te. prior to 197%. Up until ths end of tho war ho hac not 

393 SINALE Jor corsueni.. tho muréer of 6,000,000 Jews. Fo did not 
Dolicve that thy So we, sccoconctibtc for these murders but that other 
beoplo had dene 435. Ta neist: that the V.D.K S. was a Supreme Roich's 
Office which } oY tae W b | ‘C Wath the Nazis. i 
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WITNESS FOR THE CORPS Of POLITICAL _ LEADERS 
TAKEN BEFORE A COMISSION ON 


10 JULY 1946 - TRANSCRIPT PAGES 2739-2759 


SUBJECT: Unimportence and Non-Crimineal Nature of Duties of Minor Politieal 
Officials of the Nazi Party + 
The witness uns © high counsel of the law court for 15 yeors. 
te joined the Nazi Perty in "Mey 1933 in the belief that itler might 
sueceec in overeoning the internal Cissention which was bringing economie 
doom on Germany. From 1933 to 1935 he was ^ Bloekleiter in Rostock end 
from 1925 to 1945 hele the same position in Berlin. (P. 2739). 


LS Activities Relating to Article 6 of the Charter 
— M -1M miaa oaa on E aaa PR i S Arnd rd mee nk o Lem | 


Ll. The PolitiesleLeccershic Corps cic not Constitute 
LC219 peccersnt . Vt 
a Formal Orgeniaotion 











The political lenrčereg cid not constitute a senarate orgnnizotion in 
itself vith sepercte aims, such cs the SA or the sc, They vere merely 
officials cf an organization - the Nazi Party “hen ~ Block or 7ellen- 
leiter moved from his ¢cistrict, he stoppec being n politicr] lescer. 
There wos no necessity for nic formal withcraws? (P. 274,77; 
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of Block anë Zellerleiters in the National 


~ 
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The witness testified that he wes anle to give information concerning 
159 to 209 Block and Zellenlciters. (Pe 2740). i 

The witness was never mece 2 political leccder in the prescri 
thich was by appointment of the Kreisleiter, but Jant the office of 
SBlockleiter for 12 years. We stated that prior to < Sintment to 
position os 2 political official, the person had to serve for > neriod of 


hod way 


probation, vhich was theoretienlly 3 menths in length but which generally 
lasted much longer, anc he hee to Faniek peo f of Aryan descent fron the 
year 1800. It was because of failure to fulfil these reanirenents thot 


80 to 90% of 211 Blockleiters, anc the witness among this majority, never 
received formal «ppcintnents. (PS 2740). 


The min tasks of the Blockieiter were of an insignificent mne 
suborcinnte character. ye hed to collect contributions from Porty 
members, hend out propaganda material, sell tickets for Party sffairs, 
estnblish o file of persons within his cistrict, anc. ceel with general 
collections, such as those for the ‘inter Help Func and the collection of 
waste paper. Rlocklciters in Berlin vere commonly enllec "dogs who were 
alvays nbout the stairenso"™. (Pe 2742) 


Blockleiters were not capable of influencing or gsupervizing people in 
political way. They hod nu more knovlecge of the aims of the Party 

Lenders then had the rest of the German people. They had no specinl 
information with resnect to brond policies or internntionnl affairs. 
The nolitier1 opinions of the people were influenced within the party by 
those which esme from the Ortsgruppenleiter and by specially trained 
orators. Tn the witnesst district it was forbidden that 2a Blockleiter 
shoulda even circulate an announcement with respect to the time anc place of 
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meetincs. In the municipal cistricts particularly, the connection betvveen 
the Blockleiters and people within their districts was very weak. (P. 2743) 


The witness had not even a personel saccunintance with a large number of 
citizens within his own district. He remembered 2 case in his block in 
which na mon wos tried end sentenced for high treason, and no Government 
office even thought him sufficiently importent to inform concerning this 
incident, (P. 2743). 


The witness denie that page 101 of the Organizational Charter 
(1893-PS) was correct in its description of the activity of the Blockleiters 
in reporting persons who startec rumors. The Rlockleiters were instructec 
to stamp cig aaa xs stories rather than to emphasize them, In the vitnesst 
experience in the Ministry of Justice, he learnt that trinls against persons 
who spread rumors or uttered disloyalties to leaders of the state or the 
Party vere genernlly initiated on the basis of reports from foreign workers 
to whom the defendant made certain statements, and not as 2. result of 
reports by the lower echelons of political leacers. (Pe 2745)- 


Zellenleiters reported monfly on the moo of the pop ulation within the 


bok 


Zistrict. These reports were in the nature of generz} ones anc dic not 


denounce individual citizens. They dealt with such matters os public 
renction to on event or 2 speech by a Party leacer. (Pp. 2745-2746). 


Vith respect to the ctatenent in the Orgcnizational Charter that Block 
end Zellenleiters were Hoheitstrneger (bearers of the sovere signty}, the 
witness testified thet if it vns known te the lesser len¢ers that there 
existed an Organizational Charter, they cic not knov of "a contents, mc. 


that Block anë Zellenleiters hee no sovereign rishts. Inceec, tacy “had no 
more rights in the political sense than the private Shaan p most of them 


Cid not even know that they vere erile yoheitstraeger. These lover 
political leacers had no right to give cefinite orders, anc it was the 
witness! belief that nobody below the rank of Ortsgruppenleiter coul: bi 


lled a Hoheitstreeger. (Pe 2746). 


` 


(3) 
a 
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On cross-exaninetion, the witness was Cues stionec vith res) 
contention that no tasks involving eny Ciseretion were given to the Block- 


leiters. He ncmittec that RlocklLeiters assisted the Ortsgruppenleiter in 
influencing political judgments of the peo} ple, but he stated tnet their 


activities were confined to reporting fretual Geta, such as the family 
situntion, the economic situstion, anc the- political prominence of an indi- 
vicuol. He acmittec that they renortec whether an individual subscribed 
to Nazi publications or not, hut he stote that in his district they cic 


not check up to see whether each family oossessec the swastika in compliance 
with the 1933 fleg lev. In Rerlin there was no requirement that Block- 


leiters report whether 2 family owned 2 radio or not. The witness denicc 
that such information vas gathered by indirect nethods, but stated that it 
was neauirec from cach incividusl in direct cuestion and answer fashion. 

He was shom paragraph 14 of document DIOLA in vhich there vas s prohibition 
against having the eon fill in the z inform-tion themselves on lists or 
index cards, and 2 rectionthat the information shoul be acguired through 
frecuent visits to ve fenily. The vitness agoin emoheasizedc the fact that 


` 


in the large cities the Caer Pe of acqueintance between the 3lockleiter anc 
the people in his cistrict was very slight. (Pp. 2752-2755) « 


nn eross-examinetion, the witness agein cenied that the Blocklceiters 
were c: ied upon to act as informers or spies, Vith respect to this 
A 


contention, he was shown D 901l, ze l, a letter from the ortsgruppenleiter 
of Darmstadt which said thet 1 Rlockleiter had informe him of ccrtrin 
church meetings which were taking place in his Cistrict. The witness 


stated that it was no concern of a Blockleiter vhat church meetings vere 
“nae 3 ~, | 
taking place in ‘the district, snc “that to his knovrledge Blockleiters mece no 


such reports. (P. 2756). 








The witness was unser ‘vo answer what would have happened to 1 person 
or group who was reported in this fashion because he cic not know enough 
bout a particular case. a acmitted that it vas the usul procecure that 
the Gestapo shoul? be brought in in order to supervize church activities, 
but he insisted that this wns none of the business of the lower political 
lercers. His attention wns then called to the second letter in cocument 
D 901 which saic that the Ortsgrupvenleiter wos Fotonning thet Sae 
confessionrl Pastor Strocek shoul’ be rapped on the knuckle He woe also 
shown perregraph 2 of » pier mi. "Comments mice by 2, emekske iter" 
which strted that the priest Strack was ripe for the concentration cnmp or 
specinl court. We wos pinas asked vhat he mennt by telling the 
Commission that politicna] leačers hed nothing to do with the Gestapo. 
He answered that he ves only referring to Block nå Zellenleiters, snc his 
attention vas Cireetec to paragr: h 1 of the same letter in which the 
Kreisleiter commented on the report which his Blocklciter made anc saic 
"The SD, the Gestaro and the ort. ~21ppenleiters will be instructec by me". 
The Atosa was asked whether he wanted the Commission to believe thot the 
Ortesruppenleiter would not be instructec by the Kreisleiter in the matter, 
The witness ansverec that the doew ent cid not say thot the origin-l report 
came to the Ortszruppenleiter from the Blockleiter, onc he coule not say 
whether the Blockleiter in this case was informec. He coul only repent 
thet on the basis of his knovwledzg:: neither Block nor Zellcnleiters were 
concerned with these motters. Tne witness ras shorn once more the state- 
ment in the first document which said "The Blockleiter snc Party member 
Kiel inform me that meetings of the confessional front sre again taking 
ploce", ine witness thoucht the exrlonntion for this was thet this 
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particular Blockleiter was neking ~ report in his capacity cs house super- 
. . . . . ~ 4 ~ r AA * 
intendant, jatar then in his capreity as Blockleiter. (Pr. 2756-2758). 


On cross-exeninntion, the vitress acmitted that Jers were persecuted 
in Berlin, thet foreign laborers were employee there, nnd that people were 
taken from Berlin sne put into eoncentrntion camps, one of which, Oranicn- 
burg, was cnly 35 miles from the city. (P. 2759). 


we admitted that Block and Zellenlciters performed sn essenticl 
function in support of a Party vhich was res “onsible for the persecution of 
Jevs, the taking of people from ir hones snc putting them in cone 
tion camps, anc the employment of voreien labor. The vitness ins 
however, that the pert which the Boek ond Zellenleiters pinyec was an 
edminictrative ond not 2 political. function, and nad no connection with 
the injustices mentioncd. (P. 2759). 


He 


The Tower Part If ficials cic not Participate in the 
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Block anc Zellenleiters took no part in any common plon or conspiracy 
to cisturb the pence of the worls. The witness stated that the aims of the 
noliticnl lescership corps could nct have hbeen-part of a conspirccy because 
they were not kent secret, nor were they executed by force or hy false 
pretenses. If the supreme common? had had sims which it wanted kept secret, 
those nims never becnne known to tie lower peliticsl leačers snc these men 
eonnot be helc responsible for then. “itness stated that the majority of 
the Block nane Zellenleiters coulc -ot have perticipeted in œ% program which 
they were aware would lese to var Veeause they entered the Nazi Party only 
after its ascend»ney and miny had opposed it curing its climb to power. 

For the sllegec conspirncy of strerzthening the party by crushing trade 
unions, fighting the church anc e:terminnting Jews, the Block mcd Zellen- 
leiters bore no resronsibility beernse they hic no part either in the 
official Government or in the real Government. On the contrrry, 

these unimportant lenders helongec to the great majority of Party members 
of thom the American Chief Prosecutor hoc ssi that they came into the 
hands of ecrininals nnd hac been used by the criminals. These lower 
lencers had no part in the crushing of trace unions, in the pers secution of 
the church, or in the extermination of Jews anc they knew nothing of these 
measures. (Pp. 27485-2749; rt Lo E 
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The witn ness stated that he was sppointec Blocklcitcr in Rostock in the 
sutumn of 1933 after the Block trustce came to him ond tolc him that a new 
Party momhor (Mezgefallcnor) had to take on active part in Party work. 

A Party momber was under obligrtion to take over any Party offico which 
offered to him, unless he coulc sho: sufficient reasons for refusing. 

To Ce otherwise meant expulsion from the party. The counsel for the rolitic 
lescership corps cuotec ot length Prom Jucgment # 3144 of the party tribunal 
in the Pennrtment of Regensberg, un‘er which a man was expellec from the 
Party beenuse he refused a Party cffice on the grouncs thot to take it woule 
consume so much time thet he would be unable to cevcte himself to his 
interest in music cnc to the giving of music lessons to his children. 

The jucement in this case proceeded on the theory that the bitterness of the 
struggle of the German people requirec unconcitionel sscrifices on the part 
of ench perty member, especinlly those who were new in the party renks. 

(P. 2740, 2741 & 2742). 


III. Knowlecve of Crimini] Activities 





The witness stated thet in hi: cistrict in Berlin the lover political 
lenders were not informed in scvonee of the anti-Tewish sctivities which 
Neeurrec on 9 Movember 1938, The ~itness himself wes os much eurvrisecd ns 
the rest of the nopuletion on svel.aqning on the morning of the lOth an? see- 
ing the Cnmege which had been conc. Ye and severnl other Blockleiters with 
vhom he telkec disapmroved of the .cnsures and agrecc thot hee’ they been 
asked ‘to participate in them, they would have refusec. (Pa 2751). 


Block enc Zellenleiters hac n-tnins to co with the treatment of foreign 


l: 
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rorkers or of prisoners-—of-Tar who were engaged to work in Germony. 
~ A . t 
(Pp. 2751-2752) 
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SUMMARY OF EVIDENCE OF EDWARD KUZHL WITNESS FOR THE 


CORPS OF POLITICAL LEADERS ORGANIZATION TAKEN 


BIFORE A COMMISSION ON 28 JUNE 1946 
TRANSCRIPT PAGES 








SUBJECT: Activities and Attitude of Kreisleiters. 


Witness has been in public service since 1911. He was a soldier 
in the first World War and remained active as a communal administrative 
official since 1918. He was Mayor in Hohenwestid, Drochtersen Kreis Stade, 
and in 1943 he was deputy of the Mayor of Stade. He joined the Nazi Party 
in May 1933; became expert supervisor to the Ortseruppenleiter on communal 
affairs in Hohenwestid. He was Ortsgruppenleiter in Volkskartei in 1936 
and kept that position until the capitulation. He was acting Xreisleiter 
in Kreis Stade since May 1943. 


I. Activities Relating to Article 6 of the Charter 


l. Activities, attitudes, and duties of Nazi 
Party Kreisleiters 


The witness explained that in his last political position he 
performed the duties of Kreisleiter but that he only held the rank of 
Ortsgruppenleiter, This was a common situation within the Party, and 
witness had even known those men who filled the function of Blockleiter 
or Zellenleiter who were not even Party members. 


The Organization Book of the Party was regarded as a type of 
service manuel which was distributed to all Ortseruppenleiters. This 
distribution was a compulsory one but as a practical matter the witness 
and some other political leaders never read this book. Insofar as the 
book states that all Party officials down to the rank of Blockleiters 
are Hoheitstraeger (bearers of the sovercignty), it was not realistic 
decause Blockleiters and Zellenlciters possessed very little responsi- 
bility ond hed very few privileges. They had no staffs of thoir own. 


There never existed any Party spy systom. This would have 
defeated the purpose of the Party organization because it was necessary 
that Blockleiters retain the confidence of those among whom they lived. 
Therefore, Document P.S. 9014, which was a circular letter from the Gau 
organization office of Cologne-Aachen (March 31, 1941), directing the 
Block and Zellonleiters to maintain a household filing system, was 
intended primarily for the care and service program of tho Party. 
Provision for the inclusion sn the rile vards of information with 


rospec; to tte possossion of = ileaz or + vedio voceivor, which news- 
papere Wore read. and which oclitiond cpinions Lell, went Fur beyond 
the original intention cf tas {thine sabens Tu tie dF eee st ‘sho 
witacss, Bast Hanover, the nerds c? tac households themseives filled 
out the ‘iling cards and re p:i liiical inrornation was wit on theme 

From 1039 on, the wieners stveniod veg lar, periodical mootings 


of the Ortegruppec.eiter in Masui “inuorer snd the scnfcrenees of the Kreis- 
Lolter in kreie Stade. Thess meetis were not sscret and none of the 
matters relating to tu erim: listoa under Article 6 of the Charter were 
Glscussod at tiem. 


The politic. leaders did not interprot the Party Program as 
an instrument which would lead to the crimes in the indictment. Point 
Une of the program was regarded as an ultimate goal of the Party and as 
a% roalization of Wilson's principle of self-detormination of nations. 
The point with respect to anti-Semitism was based on the fact that a 
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largo number of Eastern Jews had come from Poland to Germany after the 
first World War. 


The publication, "Der Hohoitstracger"; was distributed down 
throuzh the rank of Ortsgruppenloiter. The book is not correct in 
saying that those people whe are termed Hoheitstraegers have the right 
to commit the SA and the SS in certain cases. In reality, no such 
right exists. In addition, the book is ineccurate in characterizing 
the SS a "Gliederung" of the Party, at least after 1934, because at 
that time it became entirely independent of the Party under the leader- 
ship of Himmler; not even the Gauleiter could exercise any influenco 
on the 55, 


On cross examination the witness admitted that the administra- 
tion of the State depended for its efficacy upon the political leadership 
structure from Gauleiter down on through Blockloiter. 


The bulk of the political leaders disapproved ef measures 
against the Jews during the years, 1933 to 1945. In the district of 
the witness the activitics of the Gestapo were thoroughly humane and 
the witness approved of that organization insofar as he knew about it. 
Ye approved of the measures taken by the SS, which he knew up to the 
outbreak of war. The directive issued by Sauckel on 7 May 1942 
(P.S. 3044) and the circular from Bormann to the Reichsleiters, Gau- 
leiters, Kreisleiters, and Ortserupponleiters (P.S. 205), which decreed 
the good treatment of foreign workers 60o as to rais:» their production, 
vere familiar to the witness. He knew that in May 1942 Gauleiters had 
been made responsible for the inspection and control of foreign workors. 


On cross examination the witness was informed of the context 
of Document D 43, which was an instruction @uring May 1936 from a 
Xreisloiter in Bremen to his Ortsgruppenleiters, requiring that the 
latter make out a report of the Civil Servants who did not perform 
their duties in voting. This document stated thet such reports had 
been ordered by the Minister of the Interior, Dr. Frick. Witness 
testified that no such instructions were given in Bremen. 


The explanation that occurred to him was that the person who 
issued this directive was a subordinate Civil Servant, not the Minister 
of the Intorior himself. He imagined that this Civil Servant thrust 
himself in front of a Party official and asked the Party operators 
to find out things which did not fall within their competence. Ee 
Dointed out that it would have been much easier for the Reichs Minister, 
hed he desired such information,to learn it from the election adminie 
strative authorities, 





relating to the Jews 


Political leaders in the district of the witness did not 
know of the intentions of the State leadership with respect to the 
solution of the Jewish problem. On the basis of the Party Program, 
they believed that this question would be solved legally. Witness 
never heard of the term "finel solution" or its meaning until he 
arrived in the Nurnberg prison. 


As evidence of the disapproval of the political leaders, 
in the district of the witness, of the measures which were used against 
the Jews, the witness stated that in his district of Stade very slight 
damaze was done on the nights of November 10 and 11, 1938. 


The State authorities, not the Party leaders, were in charge 
of the deportation of Jews. 
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3. Persecution of the Church 


Witness denied the allegation of the prosecution that there 
wes a unified plan in which political leaders participated for tho 
persecution of ministers and membors of religious orders. Ke had 
never heard of tho "religion stop" order of Hitler; although he admitted 
he micht have known of it under a different name. after the beginning 
of the war, discussion of the church question was prohibited. 


Witness romaine a member of the church and never received 
sony orders or sugzestions to resign from it. He never had much interest 
in church matters and he never conditioned his political appointments 
upon church membership. He never knew of 2 singlo instance of the dis- 
turbance of a religious function by political authoritics. 


Witness cited 2n instance in which a clergyman was denied 
mnombership in the Farty because it was desired that he should not bo 
brousht into any conflicts of conscionce. 


Witness was confronted with Document D 901 relating to the 
Kreis of Darmstadt in which there were four reports from an Orts- 
sruppenleiter to a Xreisleiter, which mentioned the increased activity 
of the evengelical churches in that area. He ventured the opinion that 
this ropert might have rolated to a district in which religious opposi- 
tion was sharply critical of the Nazi State measures. His attention 
was c2llcä to the second of these reports in which the Ortseruppenleiter 
montioned that when a person leaves the church he has different taxes 
imposed on him end that the pastor should have his knuckles rapped. The 
witness explained that when one resigned from the church his personal 
taxes wore remitted but net his real estate taxes. He was unable to 
stats why such a report had been written but stressed that it was an 
individual case. In the same report with respect to the difficulty 
of reconverting children whose parents had left the church, witness 
was unable to oxplain why such children should require reconversion. 
In his district the children of the believers in God always participated 


ment in Report No. I that a Kraisleiter was going to instruct the SD and 


to = concentration camp. He emphasized the point that any ordinary 
citizen would have been 2t liberty to report to the Gestapo that which 
he had heard at such a church service. 


4. Maltreatment of Allicod Fliers 


Emergency landings of enemy fliers took place frequently in 
witness! Gau of Bast Hanover. The population believed that these fliers 
shoul be treated as prisoners of war and behaved accordingly. The 
article of Propaganda Minister Goebbels in the "Volkischer Beobachter" 
which attempted to incite the population against Allied fliers was openly 
opposed in the political meetings by the witness, and he never did hear 
of any lynchings of enemy fliers. 


IIIT. Knowledge of Criminal Activities 


The witness was acquainted with Hitler's order that each 
individual should learn only as mich as it was necessary fer the ful- 
filment of his particular position, and he testified that, on the basis 
of this order, political leaders on the Kreis level could not possibly 
heave had any knowledge of the crimes which occurred prior to the war. 


Political leaders were in no way connected with the operation, 
supervision, or instellation of concentration camps. Witness personally 
hed never known anyone who was put into one of these camps. The subject 
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of concentration camps was never discussed at any meetine attended by 
Farty officials. 


The Army was directly resvonsiblo for the care and shelter of 
prisoners of war and matters relating to the civilian forcign labor were 
handled by the D.A.F. The Smploymont Office was responsible for tho 
sheltor of individual workers on the farms. 


The attention of the witness was called to Document D 884, 
which was a report of a Gaustabsamtsleiter, relating to abortions on 
foroi female laborers. He testified that he knew the basic directives 
on those matters 2nd stated that abortions were pormitted only if the 
woman herself signed an application for one. Perty officials received 
information copies in such cases. The applications themselves went to 
the Burgermeister who took them to the Reich physician's chambor, from 
which place they were sent to a hospital for action. 


as Kreisleitor and as Ortssruppenleiter, witness received 
Airectives from Commissioner of Labor Sauckel, which requested decont 
treatment and rations for forcizn labor, and he wes extremely active 
in onforcing such rezulations. 


The witnoss did not know of much misbehavior against foreign 
leborers; though ho did know of several cases in which he himsclf had 
seen to the punishment of policemen and he did know of several judicial 
‘ecisions ponalyzing Germans for rape and meltreatmont of foreign laborers. 
He believed that Seauckel's directives were distributed upon his advent to 
office and were issued in the light of the vast increase in the number of 
forcien laborers in Gormany. 


The witness refused to concede, on cross examination, that 
continual directives for the better trvatment of foreign workers wero 
necessitated by the general existence of mistroztment but belioved that 
it was necessary to continually emphasize good treatment because of the 
nocessity for hizh production and the continual increase in the number 
of foreign workers. 


On cross examination witness admitted that in 1942 Gaulcitors 


had boon made responsible for the inspection and control of foreign 
workers. 


Summarized by? 


J. S. CONWAY 
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SUBJECT: 1. The Militcry Leaders did not Form a Group. 
2. The Militery Leaders cid not Participate in Plenning e 
Conspiracy. 
3. The Military Lezder: did not Agree with the Methods of the 
NSDAP. 
4. The military Leader; did not Participate in Criminal Actions 
tinder Article 6 of the Charter. 


Prior to the war witness was commander-in-chicef of armored division # 
from 1929 to 1933 and commeander-inechicf of srmored division # 2 from 1933 
1938. He retired in 1938, (P. 1640). 


7 
t 


I. Activities Relating to Article 6 of the Charter 
l. The Militery Lceeders cid not Form ^ Group 


The high militery leaders cid rot form = group in any sense of the word. 
They were only persons who happened to hold particular jobs within 2. certain 
period of time. -They did not have eny chert, nor did they hove sny mutucl 
connections, There was no organiztion or cooperative membership. 
There wes no such thing as a war circle and there was no mnking of mutus 
pDlens. Orders were received from superior officers and were carried out. 


(P. 1641). 


Tt wos impossible for the military high commanders to be con sidercd a 
group prior to the wer becsuse of their smell number. Until 1935 there were 
only two commanders-in-chicf of the srmy, Fielc Mershal von Rundstect and the 


witness. Tn 1935 a third wns naded. to their ranks, Field Marshal von Beck, 
snc in 1937 yet another. High militerv leecers refrained from politics, 
both through choice nna tradition an nilso through necessity beenuse they cid 
not share any common politicrl sims. (P. 1641). 


It wns precisely becruse the military lenders dic not form © group thet 
they were uneble to protest effect ly agrinst orders, such 1s the Commendo 
Order, with which prectierlly ~ll high militsry tianara dissgrecd. (P. 1654). 


Aegreaaive TS 
The witness believed thet re-rcim iment was necessnry beczuse Germony was 
situctcad in the middle of Europe with no water berriers rnc wes surrounded 
by hostile countries which had neither demobilized nor cissrmed. The German 
commanders looked upon re-srmement rs the best means of mainteining si curity 
anc. of preventing Germany from being overrun. However, the witness 
believed thet it would have been sefer and better to have rew-ermecd on a 
smaller brsis. (P. 1642). 


On 5 November 1937, when Hitler crllod together the chiefs of the 
verious branches of the armed forces and told them of his political end mili- 
tery gorls, the witness was commnncer-in-chief of army group ITI. Despi te 
this high position directly under commencer-in-chief of the army, Goners] von 
Fritsch, the latter cid not tell the vitness onything sbout this meeting. 

(Pp. 1642-1643). 
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The witness testified that he believed Hitler's promise for continued 
peace. (P. 1643). 


Although witness, 2s command: :-in-chicf II, hoc charge of the cntirc 
Westcrn border, he did not partici rte in the occup-tion of the Rhinelend, 
Ho wos enllee to Berlin n dey or tio before the occupntion sna the decision 
wos told to him. He wes instructed not to sperk to nnyone concerning this. 
To the best of his recollection, th- oceupetion waras n symbolic one, in which 
only tro or three bettrlions were sent neross the Rhine. (P. 1643). 


Witness nele various position: in vvhich he would hove lcernt of any 
plans nmong the militzry leaders viich looked toverd cn aggressivo war. 
Fer from encountering nny such plans during the period from 1929 to 1938, 
witness neither l:-rnt nor participrted in sny plan, order or preparation 
for military aggression. (P. 1644). 


The witness! travels and dutics as commendor in Bavorin were cevoted to 
the perfecting of defensive plens "Long the Beverirn/Czech border. 
s communder—in-chicf in Kassel, vitness hed charge of the defenses slong the 
Rhine together vith plans for n counter-ctteck if sn enemy shoul cross the 
line. After the West Well wes tokon in 1925 or 1936, it vas plannce thet 
this nll should be defended by three werk armies. By 1644-1645 F 


The Cofensive tactics of the post-World Wer I Gormen rmy were in 
marked contrr<t to the menoeuvers prior to the First World wnr hich stres 
offcnsive trctics. After Worle er I, defense in ^li its verintions wns 
main ooint of the Germen army's activity. The Eaenees himself wrote r. book 


on defense rhich wns ecceptcd by the Americon irmy +s s founcation book for 
militery classes on tht subject. (2. 1645). 

The old gencrels who hed prrticipsted in the First World Wer well 
romembere@ the horrors of wer and (he terror thet it hee ~ cal to them nå 


their femilics. They rented no mere of it. (Pp. 1645). 


During the time of the merch into /Austric, the witness wes in rotircment 
at n small town outsides Mich. 


Tn the summer of 1938, at the time of the entry into the Succtenlond, 
witness ves told to prepare ee roarch of rn crmy near ^A borccr. mee WAS 
purely n precnution in cense of sn stteek from Czcchos sLlovakirn or Frenc 
Witness led the pecceful mareh of this army. He then went back “ay rctiro- 
m nte (Pp. 1645=1646). 

Witness ehengrees | rith the conclusion of Ficle Mershsl von Blomberg, 
stetcd in USA Exhibit # 536, to the effect tht the problems of the Polish 
Corridor, the the Ruhr ond Memel vould aye to be solved some doy, if necessrry 
by porer of arms. Titness did not believe thri von Blomberg's views in this 
rospect were shared by the officer class of the srmy, most of whom believed 
thet these questions could be solved in s diplomatic ne penecful wry. 
Furthermore, the witness doubted whether von Blomberg!s opinion on just what 
the German officers ¿id believe wes sufficient to warrent his bility to 
give views on their beliefs. Tn the four yerrs thet the witness was 
commander in yar es , von Blomberg vas only there once, ond during the four 
ena a helf veors the witness spent in the fest, von Blomberg only ecme into 
his Loes lity tives times. (Pe 1:46). 


On cross-exrminntion, the witness was questioned with respect to his 
stcstement thet the military lLercers eee to settle the Polish cuestion with- 
out bloodshed. He reiterated that they were hopeful thet some such arrange- 
ment could be effected rs hnd been reached at Munich. He wes asked whether 
Hitler hra snnounced to his genera... that Polyn¢e would have to Ciseppecr, 
but he cid not remember nny such vr’ stement. He mas remindec thet at munich 
the Sudetenland cisspperred, and he srid thet this wee srrivec <t vith the 
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agreement of the Western powers. He was informed that the Munich »greement 
had been brought shout by blackm:i3. snd he said he did not know that and 
anyy lay he a ae taken part in these meetings nt munich. (P. 1665) d 


On 22 August 1939, the witness was summoned to 2 conference rt Ober- 
salzburg vhich Hitler held with his verious high commencers. Hitler's 
speech on this occasion vns not r “iscugsion but was a Cecision on the pert 
of the chief of state. There wer no opportunity to make nny kind of protest 
and, contrery to the nllegntion of the Prosecution, the genernls did not 
nppleuc wildly but remained very iet., The witness himself wes quite 
worried over this decision but quietly hoped that things would go as perce- 
fully 2s they cid during the march ‘nto the Sudetenim., (P. 1648). 


\t the Obersolzburg mecting Hitler assured the generals 100% that the 
Western povers vould not enter into var. (P. 1648). 


During the Polish campaign witness vas in command of arny group C which 
defendet the “estern frontier. Tris frontier wes occupied weakly. 


Tt ras not true thot, during the Polish camprign, German officers though’ 
of nothing but a wer to capture the entire Continent. Qn the contrary, some 
of them, inclucing the witness, thought thet it wes very fortunate thet the 
enemy Cid not attack from the West. The witness sent a long memorancum to 
the commencer-in-chicf of the ermy proposing that there be no attack in the 
Fest but that enough divisions should be transferret from the Enst to ennble 
the West to be cefenced successfully. Witness uae thet ell other 
divisions be ce-ectivetec and that n diplomatic effort be mace to inform the 
Western powers that there was no intention of attacking them. Thus, vitness 
Cid not attempt to bring sbout on “-zgressive war ngninst France, but sttempte 
to prevent it. (P. 1649). 


Tn March of 1941, the witness, in the company of other militery 
commencers, was enllec ty conference with Hitler snc informed of the impenc. 
ing attack gop Russia. This rovement wes presenter’ to the generals in 
the form of a essary and preveri ve ware They vere told thet Russin 
would sortais. wetosk Germeny anc thet for its orn uowinitr, GONS hac to 
attack Russio first. (P. 1649). 


When the witness marched into Russis 2s commencer-in-chief of ormy group 
north, he encounteree strong opposivion. He spoke to ^ Russien officer who 
claimed he was communder-in-chief of om army, 2ne vho tole him that in front 
of the witness! sector four large armies were either alreacy in position or 
enroute. This ae fortifiet the witness! impression of the strength 
of the opposition. -(P. 1650). 


On cross-examinstion, 2 staterent was rend to the witness vhich hac been 
taken from n document of the Gener: Strff. This statement mentioned the 
necessity of n Germn vttack upon Russia in orcer that Germeny might gain 
nev: territories from which to feed er people. The witness was “skec why, 
assuming this statement to hrve been correct, he classifiec the Russian war n 
n preventive war. Witness answere:. that the cloim thet the Russionwer was 7 
preventive rar was not based on nny need that Germany might hove hac for 
further food, but on Hitler's stotement thet Germany had to ntteck Russias 
because Russin was determined to nttack Germany in any csc. (P. 1667). 


The witness was questionec on cross-examinotion with respect to the 
necessity of all parts of the military machine giving willing cooperation to 
the central nims. A simile was “resented to him thet 2 miiitry organiga- 
tion wes something 14 ike n concert there ench nus vician had to be tunet 1 to nll 
the others. The witness ngreed that this cescribec the situation onc. statec 
that it cid not only opply to this war but to nany war, (P. 1668). 
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The Military Lenders dic not Pln, Engage In, or 
Condone the Waging of War in Violrtion of the Rules 
of War 


36 





The militcry lenders did not plrn or condone practices which were 
contrary to the rules of war. Thoir training ane their convictions were 
against 211 such practices. (P. 1652). 


It wes only from the specch of Hitler at the meeting in the spring 
of 1941, prior to the Russian campaign, that the witness learnt of any cis- 
regard on Hitler's part for the internationnl rules of war At this meeting 
Hitler said thet right warfsre was not owing to the Rudalens anc that 
political Commissars should not be trentec as soldiers. At the same time 


an orčer was issued thet required t.e shooting of Commissars and forbnde 
any Ciseiplining of soldiers who should become involved in crimes agcinst the 
popul» ‘tion. (Pp. 1652-1653). 


Witness, together with other generals, went immediately to the commander- 
in-chief of the army onc protested then. The commancer-in-chief mace re- 
nscuring statements to them and shortly thereafter issue a further orcer 
which require the army commanders to maintain the sharpest Ciscipline. 

This orcer was regarde by high military commenčers as a revocation of the 
two unjust orcers. (Po 1653). 


At that time the witness consulted with eight of the nine commanding 
gencornls who were suborcinnte to hin with respect to the justice of the 
Commando Order, anc he also talkec on the same subject to other generals waor 
he has met since the ecpitulation in various prisons. From these people he 
has receivec the unanimous judgnent that this orcer wos not right enc the 
re- dregs information that it was never carried out. Witness 2lso believe 
thet the troops, in actual practice, could not efferc the time to fint out 


say were political Comnissars and who were not. For these various reasons, 
. Pa 3 5 £ . .- > « sf vat r \ 
the Gommissosr Orcer was quietly sahotoged. (Pn. 1653-1654). 


witness believed trat the Cow 2ssar Orcer was not only vrong but that it 
was unwise because it sharpened the resistance on the part of the Russi 
troops. (P. 1654). 


The commancers-in-chief of the German army cid not get together and ask 
that the Commissar Order be resciz. e7 because they were not ^ group and there- 
fore could not act as one, and alsc beenuse such action would probably hove 
resulter in the removal of all of em and their replacement by irresponsible 
men, with the net result that an order even worse than the Commiss*r Order 
roule have been cnforcec. (P. 16524). 


Witness ceniec the accuracy of ~ statement mace in an affidavit by 
SS Fuchrer Schellenberg (USA 557) in which it was stated that the commanding 
generals of the army groups end of the army were informed of the intended 
duties of the Finsatzgrupoen commenders anc of the security police onc the SD 
with respect to mass extermination of the Jews. He also ceniec any knovlecg: 
of a conference between Schellenber: and Wagner, Heycrich anc Canrris in the 
presence of all the 1C officers of the army anc army groups, concerning the 


subject of the Einsntz commandos. The witness flatly Cenie that any 1C 
officer informe him of this confer-nee or of its subject. (Pp. 1655-1656). 
mre + 


itness remembered. having rece'’vec information from a staff officer of 
his regarding a massnere of the Jewish populstion t Kovne by Lithuenions, 
The Finsatzeruppe was not involve in this matter. ‘itness issued the 
strictest instructions that these anti-Jewish eetivities be discontinued nt 
once. (P. 1656) 
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witness snic thet Ohlencorff was just ^ns misteken 2s Schellenberg when 
he claimed that, prior to the Russin campaign, Hitler or Himmler spoke to 
all commancers i T, regorcing the persecution of Jews. (P. 1656). 


Vitness dic not see any churches which were cestroyec by the Germans in 
occupicd territory in Russis. on the other han, he cid not see any 
churches there which were serving their originel purpose. (P. 1657). 


At the time when Leningrad hic been encircled on the north by the Finns 
and on the south by German troops uncer the command of the witness, the 
latter proposed. to Keitel, vho was in that locclity on ^ visit, that a 

corridor should be est»blished south of Schluesselberg, through which Russicr 
civilinns from Leningrad should be transferred into Russion territory. 

Witness mace this proposal beenus” he cid not want the Russian populction to 
starve. He hec lenrnt thet the snipping on Ingermann innc lske was not 
sufficient to supply the population of one end 1 half million reople. 
He himself coulc not hove henelec the vast task of feeding these people 
until they shoul be able to reap the next harvest. Nor wes it possible for 
the witness to remove them by trnoin becnuse transportotion cifficulties were 


so great. This propos^] fell through because vinter cane on anc the Russiar 
quickly built a reilyoy sercss ths frozen river end by this menns procured 


sufficient supplies. The civilins populction cic not lenve the city. 
(Pp. 1657, 1658 >œ 1659). 


Up until Jonucry 1942, the date of vitness! retircnent, only militrry 


objectives were shelled st Leningr::. The witness neecec nll the hervy 
munitions which he hañ at his cisnosel. Thus, tonk works onc steel works, 
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Cock onc harbor installations ond iron works ^t Morva vere bombed. 
: m / ~ 
There was no wanton cestruction of such places as cxstles. (P. 1659). 


On cross-exanination, the witness state thot when he rcvencec on 
Leningrac., he expected very little resistance onc he wos therefore very much 


surprisec when he wes arcere not to take Leningrac. ‘itness acmittec that 
he hed received s letter from the novel operrtions staff ed WANED he vas 
informe’ thet the Fuehrer intenc”? to have Leningrad ciseppesr from the face 
of the errth. He never receive? any orders relating to peda intention on 


the pert of the Fuchrer. The letter from the naval operations staff was 
Cocument C 124. (Pp. 1614-1615; 1619). 


Witness was not villing to ac~ame full responsibility for everything 


that happene within his army gre: while he was its commencer, but ccknor- 
lecgec responsibility only for th-t which he knew about. (Pp. 1612). 


witness hic the impression thet 2t one time or snother he vas informec 
f the fact thet Einsotzerunpen tre »s hoc been Cisseminatec throughout the 
army. Hovever, his cirecticn wos slways toward the front anc he cic not 
believe thet he ever met 2 conmmder of one of these Rinsatzgrupve ie 
mice the point that any cistributicr ..f Einsatzgruppen men with the front- 
line solciers vas spread so thin t..t it coulè not possibly heve come to his 
attention. It wes not until he ren? the filcs in prison that he herre of 
frequent meetings hetreen ma:bers ^f his staff onc Einsatzzrupren lesders. 
Pp. 1613; 1621). 


On eross-examinction, the ottention of the vitness vas calle tc 
p»ragrephs 3 snc 4 of the so-enlle* "Fuehrer Orcer" (UK 64) of the 13 or 
l4 mey 1941, which cirectec thet severe mensures vere to be taken against 
the civili, n popul-tion enc forbacc any puni: shment of Germen soliers for 


violations agrinst Russinn civilions. Yitness acmitted thet he could not 
reconcile this order with his concent of correct military concuct. He was 
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then nskec why he cic not resign when he learnt of this order. His renly 
wes that he relied on an almost simulsneous order from the commeancer-in-chiei 
which erncellec this unjust order of the Fuehrer snc cirectec thet full 
discipline be mainteined in oll military activities in the Enst, Thus, the 
orcer hrc no influence on witnes ! attitude or conduct toward the civilian 
pooulation under his control. (Pp. 1610; 1623). 
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The witness conceced that the series of dishonorable orcers which were 
issuec to the militery c commanders erme about by reson of National 
Socinlism, but he said thet the higher military leavers scoptec on attitude 
of absolute opposition. (P. 1611). 

he Nature anc. Ext nt of Militsry Commencers! nuty to the 
Heat of the State 


Hitness testified thot he gave proof of his agreement with the doctrine 
of Moltke anc Schlieffen, "higher than the orfer is my conscience onc my cut; 
to ny Fatherland, in his own person vhen he retirec in 1942. (P. 1616). 


Titness testifiec that he wns not too dear on the exnct cetails of the 
pre=-Poloned meeting becruse nrt Shet Tae he hac been in retirement në was no 
longer interested in military -ficirs. The prosecuting attorney asked him 
why he ha put his services ct the disposal of on adventurer against whom he 
had certain convictions, if he hac no interest in military matters. 

The witness snsvered that œt that time it was not quite so rpparent that 
Hitler wes eon aventurer. Konter. a he consicerec it his cuty to ansver 
n ell which wes sent to him to y nce his services 2t the disposal of his 
country in criticel times. He vrs aske whether he wes not able to use his 
analytical powers to observe thet “is country was not in Conger, but thet it 
wos Polone which wes in donger of being swollower by 2 snake, onc he testi- 
fied that he was sigh nole to juge this end that he hopec that a perecful 
settlement would be ible. P.e 1666). 
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It wos not until the Russicn canpsign hac elready started thrt the 
witness noticed eny interference in military operations on the part of 
Hitler. Once this interference cic start, however, it becsme extremely 
cgerevating in very short orcer. Hitler dic not realize, for instance, 
just where the difficulties ley in the ver with Russis, snc the witness was 
convinced that if Hitler hrd not interfered, thot war woulc nave enced st 
Least in 2 Craw. (Pp. 1669-1670). 


Practices 


The witness stated that his inistrust of the Nazi regime an his cislike 
of its bragging attitude began in the year 1933 when he was chief of service 
command 2 in Stettin. At that time he acoptec a waiting position to see 
what they would do. (Pp. 1662-1663). 


The vitness he¢c heard it seo” that Hitler broke his vore of honor to 


General.s Losser an q Peers nat the time of the Putsch in Munich i n 1933. 
Although the witnes ; lived in munich in February and March of 1933, he cid 


not remember the Scie of the Beverion People's Party ane the rhe 
Democrat Party which warnec thit "itler Merns Var". (P. 1663). 


Witness would not agree that 211 of Hitlerts theories were wrong, but 
he believed that ^ lot of itler!” rogram which looked gool. on paper vas 


never prectisec. He did not subscribe to the racinl theory anc he thought 
thet the theory on living space wes just a politicel slogan. He hae 
formed no settlec conviction witn -cspect i Gernony's need for further 


sonce. (P. 1664). 
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Eii Evicence of Voluntary or Compulsory Membership 





In Jnnusry 1942, the witness “sked for his retirement. He vas moti- 
vated to this step by the followirz factors; in a political uanner by the 
persecution of the churches; by the foreign political policy; by the fact 
that he and his wife were being v tehe, guarded ond spie upon; by the in- 
justice of the Commissar orcer; cnc by the continuous charin of frlse orcers 
enc cecisions which caused umece: “ry bloa'she’. The witness saw n 
possibility of influencing Hitler sgrinst making these autocratic and 
disastrous Cecisions n° for thot renson he resigned. He knew of no law 
at that time which prevented military leacers from resigning if they cid not 
agree vith militory orders or if they wishec to lenve the service becruse of 
some other renson. However it was true that the agreement of Hitler was 
necessnry before any military commencer was nllowec to resign. (P. 1.651). 
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The vitness was questioned with respect to the motives for his retire- 
ment nand he seic thot all these matters which brought influence on him to co 
thot vhich his conscience told him vas wrong mounte up as time went on. 

At last he vas convinced that he could not persucce the Fuehrer in any 
respect onc he cecicec it was time to withcraw. He dic not believe that he 
voule encounter cifficulties if he retirec onc he hed cecicec to retire in 
any erse, Asked whether he was one of the fev men who he.’ courage in the 
face of his leacer, he replied thet his conscience forbace him to participat 
in wrong. (P. 1616). 


However, witness could under-tance why other army lencers corriec. on, 
beenuse there was no me who coul zive any resistanes to Hitler. (Pe 1618 


On re-cirect examinntion, the witness testifiec that the imneciate 
cause of his retirement wns Hitler's cisregord of the witness! advice that 
the troops who held positions in » pocket which juttec out from the front 
south of the Ilmen sen should be vought back into 2 position parallel vith 
the remrincer of the front. Hitler's refusal to consent to the vithdraval 
of these troops resulted in their ~-mecessary loss to the German crmy at a 
time when reserve man—pover wes very low. (Pp. 1618-1619). 
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EEia Knovlecge of Crimir:.1 Activities 


Fast which involved the extermination of Jews anc the ceportation of the 
population. (P k 1643) : 


The witness never knew of the Commissar Orcer until he errivec at the 
Nürnberg court. (Pp. 1612). 


At the time of the Jewish perccecution of 1938, the witness was in strici 
seclusion in 2 suburb outside of “funich. He testified that he hac no 
Jewish acquaintances in Bavaria anc that he did not hear of the “isappenr— 
ances of various Jews from the community. (Pp. 1612). 


Summarized bys J.S. CONWAY 
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SU JECT: Aims, Tasks, Activities, and Recruiting for the Medical Units 
the General and Waffen-SS. 


Witness, a doctor by profession, became a member of tue General 
Z s lest vank 
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SS in 1923 end remained in that organization until 1936. H i 
was SS Untersturmfuehrer. From 1936 until 1940 he was a member of the 
reclacement Army and in 1940 when the name ef that seid eA wes changed 
to the Watfon-SS, he became a member of the Waffen. Ee romained with that 
orcanization until the capitulation. (pp- 2031, 2082) 


n the witness bolonged to the Standarto lon tsen- 
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Division, the Licbstandarte Adolf Hitler) 2nd to 


lanë. (First SS Armored 
tho -icdical Office of tho Weffon-SS, Department II A sheet SL Departmn ats 
Dauri tho war ho participatcd in the Polish Campaign ( 939); tho WYostert 
Camcisn (1940); the Grock Campaizn (1941); the Russian cartes (1941-3); 
occu. ation of upper Italy (1943): the winter campaizn ke Russia (1943 and 
194:.:;3 campaign in Normandy (1944); the Ardennos Campaign ( 1944-5); rotreat 
skir. ishes in Funes: and Austria until tho capitulation (1945). (pə 2035) 
I. activitios Relating to Articlo 6 of tho Chartor 
l. setivitics -of_Hodice! Corps Doctors and 
Assistants in tho ) Gonoral SS 

Doctors in tho Goneral SS, before the war, centined thomsolves 
to dical examination of SS PES SANs exomination for elizibility of 
marriaze, and to listening to medical lectures. The medical oxsminations 
of applicants usually occupied about one night a weoke The work of doctors 
in connection with p propaga 1 marchos snd: other demonstroticns cf tho So 


wes limited to that which was necessary to render medical assist ne in 


caso of emergoney or a: ig 2032) 
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Physicians did not have to attend the politic 1 reini tinss 
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of the 5S. In connection with the oxsmination of 55 2nplicents, Llew- 
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nz elements wore considered’ the gonorsal health o ap 


reeãon from contagious or hereditary disesse, tho condition of his 
, orosram of prophylactic treatment to prevent a Se 
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participate in sports. (p. 2088 ) 
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numcer or ours 2 week at First aid work under tho suporvision of medical 
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ret dih E rs OF this orzvanization werc also OAC 


in tho 5S. (p. 2083) 


he medical assistants (sanita stor) worked aprroximatecly the samo 
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ugod from renoral tasks 


The members of the German Rod Cross units carried out worl similar 
to t o Medical Division of the Goneral SS and wore also oxempt from eny 
ideo-sgical trainin~. The roason thst more doctors cle the Sò than 
goinci the Gorman Hod Cross was that the f 
rapic increase, was in groater neod of med 
staffed Red Cross. (pp. 2033, 2034) 
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The witness advanced from the rank of Oborsturmfuehrer (First 
Lieutenant) to the rank of Standartenfuchror (Colonel) during ioe period 
of his servico in tho Waffon-SS. There was no distinct title givon to 
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designate the rank of a doctor in the Waffen-SS. Doctors were distinguisac. 
from other offices enly by the blue cord around the collar and shoulder 
straps anc by the Aoschylus staff worn on the left arm. (p. 2034) 


The witness testified that wounãec Server” of the onary were 
treated by the medical personnel within the Waff n= all during tho wus 
He said that these men were viven the best med Hee Ti btontion that the 
personnel available and the circumstances allowed and that no distinction 
was allowcå betweon the treatment of SPY soldiers and of German wount.ode 
Wounded mon of the onemy wore givon medical transport toward the rear and 

equal comfort to that affordad German geet was given 30 worlnded personi 
of the Allicd forces. (pp. 2035 to 2037) 


er 


medical attontion afforded Allied woundod and 
medical installations at the following tin and. 


Witnoss, from his own expvoricnco, stato spocifi 
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(Polish soldiors and civilians); Hite HE Meas ( 
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ported in the only available ambulance); Fron 
(medical station erected in Vornoux “ pare 
treated); Oannes in 19- a (French hospitals Li J c 
visited thom in professional capacity); Grook Canpri-n in 19-1 (Yow Zoal- 
anders treated at Gorman peated station anc Greek military hospitals kopt 
open for treatmont of Grock wounded); Russian Winter Campaign in 1%- Ll-L9-:2 
aid at SS military hospital 
viical station 


(Russ an civilians and z 
! de 
SS medical stations 


nå i Å 
at Tazernroch); the Dieppo landing operations 
treatod Bapire soldiers); No a n 


.- 


rmnandy © 
treated many United States soldiers); aud Ardc gs Offonusive (uring which 
Waffon—-SS Doctors Stenzel and Luchosie treatec america: solziors). (pp. 
2035, 2036) 
Medicesl personnel of ths Waffon-55 who assisted the doctors were 
people who had especially good recorcs with respect to integrity and honesty, 
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and they were ziven training in the Waffon-55, which cuelities ton tO Worx 
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Detachmonts. In the course of their trainine thoy wero taucht 
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the DE of the Genova Convention. Trey were prohibited from partici 
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pating in the fighting. On the whole, the witness salu a vol ish ethical 
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standard pri wail anonse the administrative and åiroctive authorities or 
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the medical troop of the Waffcen-55s. (4. 2088) 


The medical nilitary units of tho Waffon-S5 wero formed in 
October 1939. Prior to that tho precocessor of the Waffen, 85 replec t 
troops, had only the doctors and modical personi l which it needed to admi 
ister to the peacotime modical wants of its mombdo Ps. It had no sanitary 
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companies, no medical companies, no transport columns, cr field stations 
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or sanitar; troops. Before 1939 trore was no iceailical keservo vorps, O Lt 
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of which such un: been ALTAWNe (p . 2039) 
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of the fact that victin of concentration camps wore usec for tho purposes 
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of experiment by young SS nedical stucents. He answorci that he know nothin, 
of any such and did not be t ] f 

he know anything of medical students -ayin * beon trained in sursery aŭ 
Dachau by reason of 500 onorsations carriod out upon the porsons of tho 


inmates of that concontration camp. On redirect oxamination ho testified 
that he did not know what was moant by tho torm "SS medical stuconts® e 
|! i! 


The only medical stučonts of whom he wes aware wore youny mon studying 
=P Nie > P” x E Y n j$ r a pa PLAta 
nodicine ch schools of modiitito.. (ppe 2041, 2050, 2051, 056) 


he witness was questioned with respect to the sup) 

doctors by the SS modical organization to the Totonkopf Division. Ke 
answered that SS modical men wore supp LS to the Totenkopf Unit 
hich was in the field. ‘ee 2041, 204 2) 
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were bearing children. Fe stated that the SS sent women to certain 
matcvnity homes and that he had sent the wives cf some SS members tc 
Lobuasborn hemos for ccnfinement. Tho majcrity cf the womon wero marricd 
but in some cases they wore not married. Ho did not believe that i+ was 
the policy of the association to enecursge many childbirths sc that 
Germany would grew strong but he stated thet tho foundation cf tho ioticn 
was considered +: be the family. An excerpt from a spe ch cf Hinmlor, 
Dociment U.S. 441, which urged upon German women snd girls to hevo c.ildron 
ldiers who wore soing to the front, not because of any sonso 6 


ny sonso of y 
we 3 
p a h e did not rememocr having adie this spovch or rod it 2na 
tat it did not express the opinion of himself or of the greater number 
Oo physicians. The shche gee did admit, however, having heard of Hitlor's 
3 ab ns wore performed on forcizgners who had boon 

ae labor so that the birth rate of to sO1cs 
hould not incro.so. (op. 2054 te 2085) 


miscu.ty but because of an othical sense of duty, was reed to the witness. 


~~ 


Il. Evidence of Voluntary or Cempulsory 


Membership 


he majority of whe medical personnel of the Waffen-SS were 
drəarted, transferrea or commeantcered from other units ef the army. Mare 
CW V ntecers. Of 1500 doctors and ntists belonging to the Waffon- 
SS in 1945, about 160 had ee re Weis pahiee ye tree in tho Waffen-SS. 
á lorge nunber of the physicians in tho Waffen had never been either 
f the Party or mnembors of a Goneral M 
tho nf fon-SS had no hand in the events or crimes comm 
pse Due to the policy of strict scocreey conccrninz 
cal porsonn 1 of the Waffen knew nothing about tre c 
O ince the cavitulatien. Physicians on duty 
on camps were princi pally those who hed been at these 
t tallod. Some of the physicians at concentraticn camps 
replacenent office witkout arer having beon 
SS wcdical mon and < remaining few had boen sent from the Ferson 
Office by the SS. Physicians in concentration csmps wero under the chargo 
the managing doctors or manecine physicians of 
acoetors wore directly subordinate to the Surzeo 
cians were not undor the jurisdiction of the Sure 
SS and had no contact with the erase of the W 


Til. Knowledge of Criminal Activities 
On cross—examination the witness was gquostioned with respect to 
the experiments carried out by Dr. Raschor. Ho wes asked whotror ! TOW 
thst some of theso experimonts were csrricd out at Himmler's rocuast sni 
partly for the benefit of the SS. Ho answered that ho did not mow the 
purpose of those shay RS ae Ke was askod whether he knew that 2-scher 
w's transtforrod to Waffon-SS so that ho misht bo 2 member of tho organi- 
zation which was above the law while ho conductod his murderous oxpcrimoents. 
Witness testifiod that he did not know of this trensfer. On rodirec 
a 
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examination the witness testified that ordinary SS officials were not 
consulted with respect to the transfor of Dr. Raschor to the 55 ana for 
this reason could not be oxpected to know anything about it. He was 
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asked whether he himself came under the Reich Surgeon of the SS snd he 
. t.° Vv Vee P ~ ng A RA $ ~ wan't - ge 4 7 oa + yo" à - - 4 awa =n s 1, 
=nsvorea taat medical members of ficld troops wore subordinato to tho 
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next superior medical officer in the arny, such as the I 


à l ivi _sursoon, 
ths vorps Surgeon or the Army Surgcon. Tho Surgeon General of the SS had 
~ l3 z -9 i 


f o | . 
syst m of the Waffen-SS belonged to the SS Fubruneshaup stant gi C 
iho Surgeon Goncral of the SS had only the risht of in ispectio n of these 
units. (pp. 2042, 2056) 


een any photographs of 
/ ~ . 


Tho witness testificd that he had nover 
ied r Si nt ly Loarned of 
SO 


the Rascnor experiments and that he had not un 


exporiments carried on by SS surgeons anong pri ers with poisoned bullets. 
The witness tustified thet he received no in Akort from Dr. Mo ~owsky, 
the Supreme Eygienist of the Reichs Surzeon-55, but that he ceases his 
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orders from the Consultent Hyclonist of th io Army's troops. Heo bolivve 
tat th ijy Fysienists were under tho jurisdiction of tho Inspector 
© 


A 


the pes Medical Group whose name was Dr. Yandlchser (p. 2044) 





When tho age ss was roforred to Document L 103, U.S. “07, 


ye 


1 
nh poisoned Pallets, he ie that ho knew nothing about it. (op. 2044, 


Tho witness was asked whether ho was presont whon Himmler adcdrossed 
the MORT “ttler Liobstandarte at iotz. He answored that Nimmor talkoa 
roups; first, a largo group and then at 2 smaller conference to 
nore kee zroup. He aid not attend the small conferenco but was 
present at the speech to the larger group which was composed practically 
of the ontire division. Fe did not remombor in detail what was said but 
he < not bolieve that the, division was encour2zed to contimne a colic; 
of ».thlessness and brutality. When an oxcerpt from Fimmler's scovch, 
takoi fron Pe. 1915. U.S. 4604. encourasced the shooting of Poles 
was coad to the wituoss, he said that he had not heard any such sontencos. 
Wit:.sss also failed to romember Himmler telling then that it was ossicr to 
enter coubat than to suppress the obstructive operation of low eultured 
liberals. Witness testifiocd that that was the only time he had ovr 
hea: i Eimmlor speak and he asserted thet his comrades snd he were quite 
at variance with the opinions which had been mentioned by the Prosecutor. 
(pp. 2046, 2047) 
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e witness was questioned regarding the shcotings oy os trocps 
po ` 


of 97 British scldiors, many of whom wore British Red Cress bands, in tho 

arca at Laparcis in the neichbdorhosd of Betheune. Eo snswersd tert I 2 

n yer heard of this incident. He also testified that i vor e an: 
‘isoners having been shot by the Liebsteandarte. The witness di ot receive 

2. knew nothing c order which was issued at the time cf the retreat from 


fF an y ] me 
Russia directing that all villezes wore tc be evacuated and turne?. (on. 
SE 


e Witness knew nothing of any shootings of French civilians 
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by units of the Liebstandarte Division, neither at Deni 
7 en a aT um . ye h anon ot S ye s <a - 

Marche, Vois Ville, Jemille and Hun near Zhitmille. ( 
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ne had nc knowledge cf any wholesale murdor of Jewish penpleo by 


e witness denied any knowledge c D 

t orces of the United States in Belzium in December 1944 and 
January 1945. He stated that he had Lote heard of such inciconts from 
the »owspaper releases during the present trial. (p- 2051) 


The witness testified that all Russian wounded whe wero brought 
0 his medical station during the campaign in | SOPENA were given humano and 
fficient močical treatment. He knew noth ‘ing of the activitios ¿f the 
sets in Groups until after the capitulation. He never knew Genoral Yon dom 
ch—Zewelsii personally although he had understcod the rank ho hai and that 


= i 4 


o was engaged in combat agninst the partisans. ‘ 2052) 

The witness denied any knowledge of any oxterminaticn pclicy or 
practices against the Jewish peoplo in territories cecupicd by tho sagi 
Arny . JP . 2052, 2053 ) j 


Wonen the Presecuting Attorney expresso disbelief that a sonior 
m ical cfficer working on the medical staff cf an clito SS Divisicn cculd 
he -e failed te have any knowledge of proven facts rezardines the killing of 
Mi.lions of people. the witness pointed out thet the pesiticn ho, roald 


reicrred particularly to 2 ficld Army and a division staff On rožiroct 
esas the witness tostified that he had seen larro numbers cf British 
Russian and Anericen prisoners in the Hast as well as the West who had b 
ta en in his ccmbat area, and who were marched toward the rear. He remem 
bered particularly numercus ámerican priscners whe had been treatod at tho 
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f his divisicn during the ardcnnes vJivisicn. 
sive numbers, ho i that by "numerous r 
mo instances he saw grcups which were far more 
emphasized again that he had treated numersus smer- 
was his cpinion that, if an crder in fact oxis 
were tc bo shot, he would |] h . 
that he the name 
anti-pertisan activities and 


of which he hså heard nethine. 
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2057, 2058) 
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the fact 
for tho purpcse 
sot whats: 0 
activitinv. 
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cf BAW LOCES of 
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witness emphasized 
tno vory frc nt line 
hoy haa no ecnt 
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and werc at 
In this pesiticn 
knowledzve of 
xspect to the exterminaticn of Jows 
fivicese He attribi bod his lack 
ectivitics to the fact that he was always occipic 
area and to the fact that the secrec 
activities prevented any word of 

(pp. 2058, 2059) 
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SUMMARY OF EVIDENCE OF WILHELM VON LIST 
WITNESS FOR THE GENERAL STAFF 
TAKEN BEFORE A COMMISSION ON 4 JULY 1946 

TRANSCRIPT PAGS 





SUBJECT: The General Staff—-—With Particular Reference to the War in 
Greece and Yugoslavia. 


From 1930 to 1933 witnoss was commandant of the Infantry School 
at Dresden. From 1933 to 1938 ho was Division Commander of the Fourth 
Division and later Commanding General of the Fourth Company Division at 
Dresden. In the spring of 1938 he was for a short time Commander~in~ 
Chief of Army Group Kassel. On April 1, 1938 he heeame Commander-in- 
Chief of Army Group 5 in Vienna. In the war he commanded an Army cach 
in Poland, Franee and Greece. He rotired in 1942 with the rank of 
Ficld Marshal General. 


I. Activities Relatinz to Article 6 of the Charter 


l. Evidence tendin to show that the hizh 


military leaders did not form a group 
or organization 


The persons named in the alleged group of General Staff and 
OKW wore not organized as a group or united as such. Bach served as an 
individual. They had no definito binding to one anothor+-thoy were not 
organized and there was not ovon eny official exchange of opinion among 
thom. 


2. Annexation of Austria 


At this time witness wes Commander-in-Chief of Army Group z2 
Kassol. Ze loarned of the entry through the radio and stated that ho 
was vory surprised as he was res“onsible for securing the Westorn Front. 
He citod this as. an example of h w little Hitler informed his gonerals 
of his intontions. 


ő. Occupation of Czechoslovakia 


Witness heard of the intention to occupy Czechoslovakia 
perhaps one or two days beforehand. He himself participated in the 
occupation in southern Moravia. 


4. The “ronch Campaign 


Witness commanded an Arry in the French Campaign. When he 
arrived at the Westorn Front, he Learned from the Commander~in-Chicf 
of the Army Group von Beck that orders had been received for a plan 
of attack. Beck was opposed to war and the Commander-in-Chiof of the 
Arny was of the same opinion. Hitler answered in November 1939 in tho 
Reich Chancellory, accusing the genorals of being too timid. 


5. War in Norway 


Witness only learned of events in Norway by means of a pudlic 
news service. 


6. War in Greoce 


In 1941 the witness commanded armies in Greece and in southorn 
Yugoslavia. In 1940 he received orders from the Commanderein-Chief of 








tho Army shortly before Christmas, to the effect that he should station 

a troop group in Rumania. It was intended to move this troop to Bulgaria 
later becauso information had beon recoived concorning a British intont 
to concentrate troops in Greece and to land a stronger force on Saloniki. 
Hitler wantod to avoid an armod conflict with Greece, if possidblo. However, 
lator German Intelligence recoived oven stronger roports concorning the 
intent to concentrate troops in “nlgaria as well as in Crete and Grocce. 
Honce, Eitler gave orders to occupy Greece. Witness stated that the 
occupation was a defensive operation because of the threat of dangor to 
(1) the Italian Front, (2) tho middle fiold in Rumania, (3) tho throat 

to tho supply lines in Bulgaria and in the Balkans. 


The witness was in com: “à in southern Yugoslavia and southern 
Macedonia. He had not been consulted prior to the invasion and was sur- 
prisod whon the ordor actually cere to invade. It was reported that 
about 15 Yuzoslavian divisions hac. been concentrated, which witness 
could oppose only with very inferior troops. He, thoreforo, charactorized 
it as a defensive action against tho military throat. 


8. Conduct of war in Greece and Yueoslavia 


The witness never received nor gave orders that the war in 

Greece or Yugoslavia was to be waged as a merciloss war. It would have 
beon a contradiction to his Christian and ethical attitude to order such 
a thing. In southern Maccdonia tro war was decided within a fow days 

end the casualties were law. Opposing troops were made up of Croatian 
tribes who sympathized with Germany. Saloniki was taken without fighting 
or destruction threo days after the commencement of hostilitics. Immod- 
iately aftorwards tho British Army capitulated and on April 20th the 
Imperial Army capitulated in Greece with about 250,000 men. Witness 
had breakfast with its commander-in-chiof. The prisoners of war of tho 
mporial Army wore dismissed at the witness! request immediately after 
the armistice. The officers woro allowed to keop their armse An order 
of the day was issued commendin= “reek troops for their courage and 
recommending that German soldetrs bohave in a similar way. Many rolcased 
prisonors of war wore returnod to thoir home villages in Army carse On 
April 27th Athens was entered without fightine or destruction. 


Witness repeatedly told the troops and commanders to treat 
the Greek population as carefull; as possible and the relationship in 
1941 botween the two was cood, oven fréiendday amdcanicable..; The witness 
himsolf ¿rove throuch thewhole c. “reece in an open’ car without being 
molested and found the people friandly. 


Docunent U.S.R. 358/369, a memorandum issued by a Grook exile 
tollin: of excesses by German troops, of lootinzs, ote., was called to 
witnoss! attention. The witness denied that lootine took place to any 
croat oxtent--the speed of the entry, the intense heat and lack of 
transportation made it impossible. He stated that individual casos, 
of course, occur within any Arny hut, if witness learned of it, severe 
disciplinary action was taken. à monorandum of the exiled Greek Govern- 
nent states further that the German occupation caused wide-spread 
starvation and the Germans took advantage of this fact. Witness statod 
that the lack of food could be attributed to the fact that stocks were 
low in Greece, which even &b-advantazcous times is an import country. 
=o also blamed it on the lack of transportation. The British blow a 
larce railroad viaduct up when they rotreated, and connections from 
Thermopylae to Athons were disrupted for several months. The shipping 
lanes from Saloniki to Athens wero threatened by British submarines and 
nany supply ships wore torpedoed, Althouzh even the German troop supply 
lines were lowe they helped the Grocks with the distribution of food 
and bread. Witness himself applied through channels several times for 
more food. He stated that no pu: cose would have been gained in starving 
the people. Thoy wanted to avoid a famine for famine breeds disquiet. 
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On cross examination witness was questioned with referenco to 

the burning of villages and exterrination of population in October 1941. 
Se stated that he was 111 with acute appendicitis and was not in command 
from October 1941 to July 1942. He only learned of tho burning in his 
prison camp. General Kunze was his deputy during this period but witness 

atod that he di2 not consider him a hard hearted man and could sive no 
reason for tho atrocitics. He emphasized that he would not have approved 
of it. 


On cross examination witness stated that he never hoard of the 
removal of art treasures from Greeco, not evon from the Governor... 


9. Attitude of military leaders towards National 


pocislisn 





In 1933 witnoss opposed Hitler in National Socialism. In 1925 
he acted as Gommandant of a Mountaincor Battalion in Kaempen and boss 
ordered to Kaempen to put down the Hitler putsch. Ee obeyed althou 
Hitlor had many important people on his side anc the sympathy of ‘asa 
of Germanse In 1923 when he was Commandant of the Infantry School in 
Dresden, Minister of Roich Defence told him that the training was to be 
conducted especially alone non-political lines, as he wanted to provont 
the spread of National Socialism into the Roichs sphere. 


On cross examination witness testifie” that he was compolled 
to go along with Fitlor because }:: had come to power legally—-population 
nad voted 90 percent for Fitler. =e considered himself bound to Hitlor 
sy his oath of allegiance. Ho stetod that in retrospect things lookod 
differont but at that time they uclioved that the system could be put 


on a moral and competent basis. 





fu OS 


In Septembor 1942 witness rotired as Commander-in-Chief of 
Army Group A. Yitler had personally ordered an attack by two mountaineer 
divisions. The witness expressly contradictod the order as the attack 
would have resulted re the annihilation of these divisions. Hitler 
refused to see him but Jodl visited the witness and reported back to 

itlor. Hitler was so outraged that he accused the generals of conspiracy, 

with the front-line generals against his person. For several months. he 
did not speak to Jodal except with regard to official matters. Witness 
stated that Hitler could not bear +o be contradicted. Hoe considered such 
a thing a personal insult. Gener] Keitel later informed witness that 
Hitler was outraged by his rosistance and suggested that he lay down his 
command. He, therefore, retire? cu 10 September 1942. Previous to this 
witness had been at his homo from 1941 to 1942 because of ill health. 


10. Evidence concerning excesses against the Jews 





When witness was Commander-in—Chicf of Army Group 5 in Vienna 
ho heard of excesses against Jews through the newspapers. He immediately 
protested to the Gauleiter and t.» Police President. Later ho receivod 
many requests and petitions from Jows asking for help. 


Sum rized by: 
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SUMMARY OF EVIDENCE OF FIELD MARSHALL ERIC VON MANSTEIN 
WITNESS FOR THI GENERAL STAFF - OKI TAKEN BUPCRE 4 


COMMISSION ON THE SRD AND ATH OF JULY 1946. 


—_—_—— 


SUBJECT: Activities of the General Staff - OKY, especially with regard to 
the War in Russia. 


In 1907 witness became an officer in the 3rd Guard Regiment and fougnt 
in the first World War. After the war he became a member of the border pro- 
tection in Silesia and then was taker over by the Reichswehr, In 1929 he 
entered the troop office of the Reichs Ministry Office of War, In 1942 he 
was appointed Commander in Chief of the llth Army and became a member of the 
General Staff and OKT. 


I. Activities relating to Article 6 of the Cher ter. 





l. Pre-war Activities. 
a. In General. 


In 1929 the witness entered the troop office of the Reichs 
Ministry Office of War wiih the rank of Lt. Colonel in the Department P-l. This 
department was corcerned with the employment of troops in case of internal 
disorders or frontier clashes, also with drills and maneuvers in training and 
recruiting troops. 


Up to 1929 no mobilization work was carried on, On Aprii l, 
1°30 the first preparatiois for mobilization were made. At that time Germany 
had 7 Divisions, 3 cavaliy divisions, together with 100,000 men, no heavy 
artillery, no tanks, no air force, no fortifications or armament industry, no 
munition reserve and no man power. The mobilization preparations consisted of 
raising the 7 divisions to 21 divisious even though one-half or one-third of 
the men could nos ve supplied with arms. 


Tre first concentration plans were drawn in August of 1930. 
It was known as "case rea! and consisted of military games and training of 
troops and povided in particular for three army groups in the West in case of 
an attack by France, two or three in the Fast in case of an attack by ~oland 
and only frontier protection in case >f an attack by Czechoslovakia. In 1936- 
1937 the second plen was drawn, the ulan Green, which was based on the 
possibility of war on two borders, that is Poland and France or Czechoslovakia 
and France. The object of mobilization and the maneuvers was solcly 
defensive. 


b.. Withdrawal from the Leagues 


The Military Leaders were never consulted with regard to 
Germany's withdrawal from the League of Nations but would have expressed 
misgivings because they felt it was Germany's sole protection against attack 
at that time and because Germany then lost the possibility of having the League 
pronounce judgment in Germany's favor in case of an armed conflict, Witness 
only learned of the withdrawal and of the declaration of military sovereignty 
on the radio. 


ec. Occuvatian. of the Rhinel 


At the time of the occupation of the Rhineland witnes: was 
Chief of the Operational Department. He learned after the occupation that 
Pitler had informe the Chief of the Army von Blomberg and Lt, Colonel Frisch 
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of his plans, Both had misgivings an? suggested that only three divisiors be 
moved across the line so as not to provoke France. France then mobilized 13 
“aLvisions and von Blomberg suggested that the German divisions be withdraws 

to the other line or bank, The witness said that this is why the political 
leaders always after that mistrusted the Military leaders, The orders from 
the Chief of the General Staff, which had been passed on to the witness to 
carry out troop movements within a few hours came as a complete surprise to 
him.(The Chief of the General Staff received the orders from Reich Minister of 
Defence.) He stated that the majority of the military leaders learned of the 
occupation over the radio. 


d., The Annexation of Austria, 


About 11:00 o'clock one morning witness was called to sce 
Hitler because Commander-in-Chief von Braushitsch was not in Berlin, Hitler 
at thet time told a meeting of military leaders that on account of Schuschnigg's 
decision to solve the Austrian problem by a plebescite, he, Hitler, would have 
to take action, He asked for military proposals concerning the military occupa- 
tion of Austria. The leaders were unprepared and finally proposed to im 
provise mobilization of the Bavarian Corps, Hitler said the preparation would 
have to be completed that same day as the entry was to be mede the following 
Saturday, the day before the plebescite. As a result orders for the occupa= 
tien were worked out by the witness within five or six hours, 


€e Ihe Occupation of the Sudetenland 


The witness recalled a meting at Obersalzberg with Hitler 
regarding case 38, the entry into the Sudetenland, Hitler knew that the chief 
of the General Staff, Beck. as well as other generals were against any moasures 
that would lead to war, However, aftor the meeting witness carried out the 
maneuvers in putumn of 195: as Chief of the General Staff of an Army commended 
by von Lecb. The Chief o the General Staff had to retire because of this 
affair, Witness only leavred of the Occupation of the remainder of Czech- 
Oslovakia in 1939 afier the action had been carried out. 
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ee The Polish S-.maicn, 


Witness was Chief of the General Staff of Army Group, South, at 
this time. Ec attended the mectins on the 26nd of August when the Polish 
Situation was discussed: j) Etler considered the Polish situation hopeless 
because the Western powers coulà ast .aterfere for military reasons; (2) he 
mentioned indications of ~ pact with Russia; (3) Witness had the impression 
that this mesting of (Woutety leaders was only intended as a political bluff, 
They had been relicbly intorned that Poland would concentrate her troops in the 
Province of Posen which lLaier Froved to be correct, When the first order to 
invade Poland was later recalled on 20 august, and even up to 31 August, 
witness though, that overythning would be solved peacefully as had been done in 
1938, 


On 25 Soptember the order was given to take Warsaw by 30 Sevte 
ember, It was being defended by a Polish Army as a fortified city bocause 
the Russians were on the other side of the Weichsel at that time, To avoid 
fighting in the town it was necessary to encircle it closely to carry out 
Hitler's bombardment order, 


Originally a military administration had been planned for 
Poland but immediately after its conquest a government general was Started, 
headed by Frank, 


Se Continuation o he War 


The OKW and virtually all military leaders were against cone 
tinuation of the war in the West but the military leaders were not consulted 
in this respect. In Hitler's speech of 23 November 1939 he stated that a 
western offensive was necessary and would be successful, He attacked tho 
General Staff, expecially OKH and OKH thereafter hed no further influcnce with 
him. 


-= oo 





To 


Witness stated that the war in France was carried out by tac 
Germans in absolute accord with international law. After tho collapse, tc 
Military loaders thought the war would be over due to an agreement with 
England and OKH even started plans for demobilization. Later, however, tho 
military leaders considered that a landing in ™ngland would be necessary to 
finish tho war. 


4. War in tussia, 


The witness led an armored corps during the Russian offensive. 
He first heard of the plans in May or June when the gencral command was moved 
to East Prussia and he was told to stert reconaissance work for an attack on 
Russia. It had become more and more evident that the Russians were collecting 
division upon division of infantry and armored troops on the frontier and 
that it was only a matter of time until they would attack, The Germans, 
therefore, considered it absolutely necessary that a preventive attack be 
initiated, Since Hitler had not attempted to land in England this was his 
last escape route. 











The fighting in Russia was severe due to the fact that (1) wars 
involving idoologies are always fought hard, and (2) there was no doubt that 
Germans carriod out reprisals against the Russians when they found that thoir 
Own wounded had been maimed. In those years every soldier considercd his 
falling into the enemy's hands as a death sentence. In addition, Stalin had 
demanded in 1941 that the Russians fight for overy inch of their country, hence 
the battles wore even more severe, 


Any action taken by military leaders against cxcessive mcasuros 
by the soldiers against the population was hindered due to the well known 
order of tho Fuchrer, according to which no excessive measures carricd out 
during partisan actions were to be punished, At the beginning of the Russian 
campaign OKH issued an order against Hitler's wishes which stated that tho 
military courts martial System was to be maintained but they were restricted 
due to the fact that the Air Force, the SS, Organization Todt and police wore 
not under court martial jurisdiction, 


The witness received the Commissar decree in Sastorn Prussia 
and immodistely reported to the commander in chief of his Army Group, von Leob, 
that as a soldier he could not carry Out such an order, The order was novor 
rescinded although Gen-ral Reinhardt in a neighboring Army Corps had vrotosted 
against it, but witness's division cor ander ‘new of his attitude and no 
Commissars wore shot in his area. Also it was not practical to sort out tho 
Commissars, Fow were captured, many committed suicide or removed their ine 
Signia, To witness's knowlodge no general officer in his area evor carricd 
out the ordors, 


The military leaders also tried to sce to it that prisoners of 
war wore treated decently and according to the Geneva Convention, However, it 
is possiblo that Germans killed Russians in revenge for the murdercd Gorman 
soldicrs thcy found, The troops at the front usually sent the POW's to tho 
rear whorc they were collected and turned over to the main camps undcr the 
command of the OKW., Witness deniocd that POW's who were unable to gO on wore 
shot and cited one instance whoroin he severely punished a soldier for hitting 
a POW, Largo numbers were kept within tho army area to repair streets, vehicles 
and so on, Because they wore treated well they worked well. 


Witness stated that he was told that it was the duty of the SD 
Hinsatzgroups to check on the Civilian population in rear areas concerning their 
political ideals but as thore was always fighting going on in his arca ho 
never saw the SD men there. He did not give orders to the SD but he saw some 
of their reports which were concerned with the political attitude of the popula- 
tion, black market anà so on, They contained nothing about the shooting of 
Jews. He was questioned regarding an affidavit of tho witness Ohlendorf who 
Stated that according to an order of the Army High Command II, Jews were only 
to be shot at 200 or 24 kilometers away from Army headquarters. Witnoss said 
that such an order was not given, He only heard of the shooting of Jews once 
in his entire career as commander in chief. When he assumed command of the 
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at Nikolawew an officer told him that the SS had recently 
Shot some Jows in a town further to the rear, Witness then left a message for 

S to the effect that he would not permit such activities. 
red it as an ex. se of the SS and not as a Jewish incident, 





The witness Ohlendorf had also claimed that Einsatzgruppe D 
within the area of the llth Army killed 90,000 Jews in one year. Witnoss 
Teplied that in this area (from Chernovitz to Rostov - about 1200 kilometers 
long and 40° kilometers wide) 3 or 4 other armies oper ted, also 3 or 4 Russian 
armies. There were few Jews in this seetor as they had already taken refuce, 
Also he was always in a battle area and if the SD did shoot Jews it would have 
been done in a lonely spot, At any rate with the exception of the above inci- 
dent he never heard any reports of the shooting of Jews, 


Witness was questioned regarding the Russian document pertaining 
to the Shootings at Sebastopol in the ceves of Inkermans He stated that the 
Population undoubtedly had taken refuge in the caves at Inkerman where a large 
amount of Storage was kept. The Russians blew up the caves before the Germans 
got there in the largest explosion witness had ever seen, 


The railroad station at Seba.topol was a Russian stronghold and 
a Russian armored train was in the terminal, Therefore, it had to be cleared 
out. Witness stated that they could not have known civilians were in the 
terminal and that they could not help the uecessity of clearing it out. 


Witness knew nothing of tra Shooting of 195,000 people at Kiev 
but considered it completely impossiblc as he was in Kiev in 1943 and heard 
nothing of ite Regarding the charge that 250 Bschool children were poisoned 
at Kirch and 144,000 Persons drowned in the Black Sea — both were termed ime 
possible by the witness. 


When witness wag commanser in chief of Army Group, South, in 
1944 Sauckel wanted Several hundred ihaurand workers from him, He opposed 
this as agricultural workers were necessary and he feared unrest among the 
people. He, therefore, told Sauckel the; sorceful measures were imvossiblo, 
However, Sauckel promised the workers would be treated like German workors, 
(There is no evidence to show whether or not he got the workers,) 


An individual in the German Army wes not allowec to reauisition 
anything, Only an Army or troop was allowed to do that. In the Ukraine in 
1941 they found only a small fraction of horses and livestock, The Claim of 
the Russians that the Germans took 7,000,000 horses from Russia is not feasible 
because that would have been sufficient for 750 divisions (4 
and the Germans only had 150 tO 200 infantries altogether, 


Witness heard of the term "scorched earth policy" during the 
Russian retreat to the East in 1941 when they destroyed everythingof value to 
the Germans, wheat, railroads, etc, The Puehrer had ordered that the army 
area cast of Dnyeper was to be rendered impossible for use by the Russian 
Army, due to military necessity, but Germans found railroad stations, commune 
ication Systems, etc, already destroyed, 


Witness stated that he limited the measure of destruction as far 
as possible, Ifa large amount of destruction was found it was due in part 
to the intense fighting, 


Destruction of churches was caused in a large part because battle 
actions had taken Place within the Cities, Destruction in Stalingrad, Kiev, 
Charkov, Rostov, Oddessa, Sebastopol and Rovno was explained by witness ag 
follows: Stalingrad was fought for housr by house for an entire month, 
Sebastopol was defended as a fortress for eight months, Rostov and Charkov 
were taken twice by the Russians and twice by the Germans in battle, Kiev, 
Oddessa and Rovno were taken once each, | 


Destruction of industry was ordered by Economie St-ff East under 
Goering but Germans found that almost all -ndustry was completely destroyed 
already. (The oil works at Maikop, steel industry at Kirtsch and Manopal, tractor 
works at Sharkov and dam of Semoevopal), 
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Se The Administration of Foreisn Countries. 


The military leaders wanted to treat the people in occupied 
territories correctly and decently but Hitler's idca was to give the soldicrs 
as little influence as possible, For example, Poland became a government gencral 
immediately, In the West military administrations were appointed and were not 
under the jurisdiction of commanders in chief, In the “ast Reich Commissars 
and political administrators were introduced, The military leader had undor 
his command only the actual operational area, Here he was only in chargo of 
the security of the area, local administration and crops. Political oucstions 
concerning the population were under the Reichsfuchrer SS, particularly Office 
Rosenberg = also cultural questions, The economic administration was under 
Goering, re=settlement under Himmler, workers under Sauckel, Even the Air Force 
was independent. The SS was under his command for tactical use but the 
Organization Todt, the police and railroads were not under his command zt all, 
Witness knew of the order of General Reichenau wherein he stated that there 
Should be no consideration shown to the civilian population captured in his 
area, but stated that none cf the other leaders were of the same opinion, Any 
excesses by the soldiers were tried by courts martial. 


6. Non-Political Aspects of Mi 





Witness stated that there was no unification of military leaders 
on Genoral Staff to carry ou political activity - thot the soldiers mistrusted 
all political parties, Military leaders did not participate in political 
decisions and were not inforned ot them until after the decisions hrd been 
reached. The witness state? thet, in addition, the giving of advice by a 
Subordinate is an idea that does not exist in the German Army and that the idea 
of a military conference wa: nevcr even considered. What military loaders 
were told depended on their sank: (1) the immediate groups surrounding Hitlor, 
heads of OKW for cxamy.e, Wre told earlier anë. more than others, They possibly 
could speak with Higler beroro a decision was meade ~xblic; (2) Commanders in 
Chicf of differen: aig Dveavthes were not asked concerning decisions (with the 
exception of Goorineg) duet Livy pessibly could give advice concerning the military 
Sphere of tho project: 13) she commande:sin chief of the Armies only learned 
Of a decision after 45 had Saon portuctet, According to the order of secrecy 
they only Learned what was o? Lameciate ase to then, 


shel alora, the “isscb:.78 with Hitler before the commencement of 
a campaign or sc n vere moreny Ceme.ssrations of his intentions and usually a 
general discussa >o ar känd MO usurbie, However, Hitler was witness's 


immediate superior when hy soonne comdanaer in chief of an army group and he 
sent a large amovnt of Gorrsusponlence to hin concerning military matters, He 
tried to get hin te pave oy pia Ma iva. g Leadership three times but without 
any SUCCCSS as Fisier ted nn fen will and Witness could not convince him of 
the feasibility Oe Sass eis 4. 


In 2941 witress asked 50 ba relieved as commander of the llth 
Army but Hitler $oi2 hom it was out of . © question, In March, 1944 when he 
was commander of the avm, South., he again asked to be relieved and was dis= 
missed three days iatoesr 


leaders but not Nazi methods. Selection of military leaders took place accord- 
ing to military standards although witness admitted that after 1938 an increasing 
number were removed bevause vhey were not adherents of National Socialism, Aftor 
the seizure of power “he Opposition between the Wehrmacht and SA increased but 
Hitler intervened and avertad a Clash. Within the Wehrmacht itself responsibility 
for law and order was always maintained, If Hitlor changed a law he was entitled 
to do so and they were bound by it. 


The Nazi aim or unification met with the approval of tho military 


The removal of the Hitler regime was deemed impossible by the 
witness, He wouldn't retire and his murder would have been a violation of 
their oath and it would have led to internal chaos, Even if the 20th July 
attempt of certain generals to murder Hitler had been Successful, civil war 
would heve broken out in Germany and it would have resulted in a completo 
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military defeat. The soldiers themselves believed in Hitler. Witness stəteđd 
that it is tho duty of an officer to fight, obey orders and be loyal and the 
more critical the Situation, the more he has to carry on, 


With regard to the murder of General Schleicher, Hitler explained 
that Schleicher was killed because he hed conspired with the French Amb-ssador, 
Witness had asked Field Marhsall von Blomberg to press for a nilitary invostiga- 
tion of this but received the answer that it was impossible. Rog2rding the 
removal of Colonel Ten von Fritsch, if Fritsch had protested the generals une 
doubtedly would have followed him bat he placed his own person in the backzround 
and did not do SO, 


Summari zod bys D., M. HUNT 
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TAKIN BEFORE A COMMISSION ON 





4 JUNE 1946 TRANSCHIFT FAGES 555 TO 570 





5 JUNE 1946 TRANSCRIPT PAG=S 587 TO 633 


SUzJuCT: The Part Played by Kreisleiters, Bleckleitcrs, . > 
end Zellenleiters in the Third Reich. 


After returning from the Army at the end of World Yar I, 
witness became a manazer of a wine firm in Oldenburg. He entered 
the Party in August 1932. He became a political leader in 1933. 
> was first Ortsgruppenloiter in Essen from April 1933 to October 
1234, and from October 1934 until the capitulation he was Kreisleiter 
in the Kreis of Kloppenburg, “Ze also represented the Kreisleiter of 
Vechta and at first he was on an expense account but later on was 
officially emplcyed and gave up his business. (pp. 555, 556) 

I. Activities Relating to Article 6 of the Charter 

l. Functions and attitudes of Nazi Party 
Kreisleiters 


Xreisleiters had weekly CLSONANSOAS with members of their 

staff and with the local administration and had discussions with the 
ayor and Ortseruppenleiter every four or six weeks. At the meetings 

ith the Kreis staff, leaders of the various offices, such as the 
Welfare Organization, the German Labor Front, Propaganda, and the 
Landrat, together with cther local cfficials were present. There 
were open meetings and subjects which were of interest within the 
“reis were discussed. (pp. 556, 557, 599) 


All important business was passed on at these meetings but 
now orders were generally sent to tho authorities of the Kreis through 
messagos. No written instructions went any lower than Ortsgruppen- 
leiter. Such instructions had to be passed on below that grade orally. 
Jith respect to the passing on of instructions below the grade of Orts- 
erupoonleiter, these could have been published by means of speakers, 
but for collection of dues and other administrative matters the Orts- 
srunpenleiter was dependent upon the assistance of the Blockleiters 
and the Zellenleiters. 


OrtezruvpenlLeiters held meetines of political leaders subord- 
inate to them at least once a month. These meetings were attended by 
the Zellenloiters anid the Blockleiters. (p. 599) 


Zellenleiters held meetinzs only when it was- necessary that 
t-ey should confer with the Blockleiters for the straightening out of 
the finances involved in the collection of money. (p- 600) 


Witness met with other Kreisleiters every six or eight weeks 
and exchanged information. (p. 557) 

The regulations prescribed in the Organization Book were in 
neral followed in practice but it was impossible to require the local 
political leaders to adhere to the letter of this manual. Witness in 


ris eee as Kreisleiter received the Organization Book regularly 
mt never studied it and never made it a phase of his work. His under- 


standing was that it was sugsested as the basis on which to carry out 
the Jes but he dia not believe it had been given any official stamp or 
gnation as an official organ or as an official order. (pp. 507, 
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Threo Party officials, tho Gaulcitor, the Kreisleiter, and the 
Ortszrupponloiter, could be properly called Hohcitstraegors. Block- 
leitors and Zellenlciters could not be considered as Party officials 
in the leadership sense of tho word. The witness was aware of the fact 
thet the Organization Book callod these lower leadors Hoheitstraocgors 
end tho hicher Nezi Farty channels purported to consider them among the 
paige i Hazi officials wt this was 2 plan for the future and the Block 
and Zellenleiters themselves never carricd out the function of "Party 
ERPI A ån order i ap by the Deputy Fuchrer on 25 October 1934 
statod that the political leadership lay alone in tho hands of tho 
Ortsgruppenloitor, the Kreisleiter and the Gauleiter. (p. 559) 


The tasks of the Blockleiter and Zellenloiter were primarily 
concerned with the collection of duces, maintenance of membership lists, 


the aiditional wartime duties of sir raid protection, and welfare work. 
a See fae 


These officials never had any staff. (p. 560) 


wone of the Hohoitstraegor had authority to omploy the SS 
and Sa. They could not carry out arrosts and thoy could not confiscate 
eroperty.e Block and Zcllenloiters wore popularly called errand boys, 
doorknob cleaners, and stairs runnors. (p, 560) 


Witness was uneware of any instructions to Blocklcitors and 
cllenleiters requiring them to spy on the population. On the contrary, 
re wore instructions which warned them against prying into other 
people's business. An example of this is found in Document 2639 F5, 


2 rogulation of 5 October 1936, in which the lower local leaders aro 
werned against measures which will not gain them but lose them the 


confidence of the people. It was the intention of the Party that 


people who hed grievances should take thom to the Blockleiter or the 
Gollenloiter. (pp. 560, 561) 


On cross examination it was elicited from the witness tha 
en an individual wont to his Blocklsoiter for advice, if the inquiry 
roguired anything more than the simplost advice, he was sent to the 
Ortsgruppenleiter who gave him only slightly more ccncrete information, 
such as to take his complaint to the District Administration or to make 
up with the pets parties of the dispute. It was not the intention of 
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thno rarty le rship that Blockleiters should be informed of these 
Sriovances 2% ordcr that the Party could get busy against tho offender, 
this involved procedure for everydey complaints was used because the 
Slock loiter was nesrest to the individuel, both in distance and in 
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-ersonality, and the ageriaved person hed no embarrassment in speaking 
to him. (pp. 601, 602) 








With respect to his denial on direct examination of any 
Orders requiring lower political leaders to spy on their neighbors, 
the witness was shown Document D 43, dated May 26, 19386, in which 
scichs Minister of the Interior, Dr. Frick, had sent instructions to 


7 , 
all the Gaus requiring that a report should be made of all officials 
woo had not fulfilled their duty by vot ing on the election of } March 2 
ivso. “itness could not explain why such reports were necessary if the 
ction were a free election, nor could he explain why there wero 
instructions that the orders should be destroyed. He pointed out that 
Lt was explicitly ordered that care should de taken against inaccuracy 
Ln toe reports so that no wrong should happen to an innocent man. “Xe 
iic not agree that the Ortsgruppenleiters would have required the 
assistance of Blockleiters and Zellenleiters to gather the information 
necessery for this report on voting because the Blockleiters and Zellen- 
ieitcrs had no information or knowledge on voting qualifications. 
(pp. 505 to 608) 


Blockleiters and Zellenleitors did not have files on opposi- 
tion mombers of the Party, (p. 561) 


Three types of offices could be distinguished in the ranks 











of the Political Leadership Corps. There wore leadership offices, 

which wore compcesed cf the organization, propaganda, porsonnol matters, 
tho staff office and the training office; the wolfare offices, which 
would include the DAF. (tho Labor Front) the Peasants Departmont, tho 
Office for Civil Servants, the office for cducation, the NS Women's 
Crzenization, and the legal officos; and the offices which includod 

tho NSV or Vetional Welfers Orsantsation, the NSKOV which was the 

‘ar Votorans Organization, Public Hoalth Office, the office of municipal 
politics, the office of economy and the training, industrial and tochni- 
cal offices. The chicfs of the special offices were not responsiblo for 
the E rE training or the psychology of the people. This was handled 
by tho training offico of the Party. (pp. 561, 562, 563) 


There wos 2 difforence between factual and philosophical 
training and there was a political training which was quite difforent 
from tho propagande training and was the concern of the Party. Tho 
Loadership Corps had nothing to do with the professional training. 
(pe 933) 


Witness testified that during his time of internment ho 

assisted in gathering statements from political leaders of Norther 

Gurmeny who were also intcrned with him at Camp Falibostcl. Those | 
statoments concerned the same subject matter as his direct testimony 

end from his knowle dgo of these statoments he could say that the actions, 
conduct and opinions of the pelitical lesders in other Gaus and other 
districts coincided with his, as expressed in his testimony. On cross 
oxamination he testified that these statements were statements of people 
who know thet they bolcnged to an organization which was being tricd as 


2 criminal organization. (pp. 596, 507, 630) 


On cross exan ane ‘tion the witness tectified that the Orts~ 


srupponloiters had propagenda assistants called the Ortegruppon 
Propaganda Leaders. Those men had the task of advertising me otings 
end conventions, Political education was under the Schuluneslei tor 


who was. supervised by the Ortsgruppenleiter but was actually within 
the jurisdiction ef the Gauleiter. The reading of "Mein Kampf" was 

ually ordered from higher authority, but not everyone knew the book. 
Only certain citations were ccmmonly used; although it was considored 
the Reichs Basic Folitical Training Manual, and witness was familiar 
with the sugcestion in Document USA Exhibit 323 PS 1893, dated 194¢ 
pase 112, which sugzested that chavters from "Mein Kampf" be read at 

s held by the Zellenleiter. To the witness, this direction 

bore out his statement that the Zellenleiters were not usually con=- 
sidered trustworthy nor intelligent enouzh to make criginal statements. 





fitness had bad connections with the State police because he 
had complained to them of arrests of people who had listened to radio 
broadcasts of Alliod wer propaganda. The witness agreed with the 
procedure outlined on pages 132 and 164 of the Organization Book that 
the Kreisleiter should prevent public manifestations which were con- 
trary to the aims of the Party and that in serious cases it was his 
duty to inform the Gauleiter and in the most serious cases he should 
report to the Gestapo authoritics. (p. 626) 


He admitted that his jurisdiction in this respect was not 
limited to members of ig Party but extended to all persons who might 
carry on such meetings. (pp. 626, 527) 


Blockleiters and Zellenleiters hed similar duties within thi 
sphere and so had all people in the community. (p. 628) 
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With respect to his statement that eae leaders had no 
right to ask the cooperation of the SA, ho wes shown raze 71 of the 
Jy yenization Book which allowed tho ranking repre sentative of the Farty 
‘oquisition the SA within his zone when it shall be necessary for 
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the oxceution of a political mission. On the strongth of this documont 
he waus made to admit that he could call upon tho SA for participation 
in political tasks within his district. (pp. 629, 630) 


2. Interferences with Church Activities 











“fitnoss resiened church memborship in 1938 because ho disagreed 
with the behavior of the Protcstant Church during the immediately preceding 
yours. This action was not requested of him by the Party and ho did not 
ers roia any of his polit sical subordinates to Koad i their church membership. 
Folitical leadors within his orbit onjoyed complete freedom of conscicnce 
ani activity, with respect to church matters, and witnoss cid not tolorate 
eny Measures against the church within his jurisdiction. Any differences 
were ironed out by means of conversation with the local clergy. Church 
institutions remained in the hands of the ceclesiastical authorities until 
tho vory ond. Whon there was a time conflict between religious services 

nä political events, steps were taken to climinate the conflict. The 
witness strenuously opposed the 1936 decree requiring the removal of 
volizicus enblons from school rooms and ho also opposed the decrees tie 
ich Main Security Office which forbade the saying of carly masso 
oi tho mornings after sir raids. “is cfforts sgainst these measures 
woro ultimately successful and these prohibitions were lifted. (pp. 563 
to 556) 
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Guards from the concentration camp at Estorwegen appo: 
a church festival and Caed in a disorderly manner. With t 
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of tic witness tho police force of Oldenburs was employed to bring about 
order anc the disturbers were arrested. The Reichsfuehrer SS personally 


» 4 ee! ~ ~ 3 - * ~ % e > Ta c p La in a 
ppearea and secured tho release of theses guards. (p. 569 ) 
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Political leaders in the district of the witness played no 
© '* . 3 a ~ ~ A . K ae T 
part in tne persecution a the Jews of 1938. Witness was in Oldenburg 


AT t he t ti me an } he 


s —_ - 
first heard of the demonstrations oerly in the 
rorning when the smal 
i 
rt 
JT 
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l synagogue there had already been burned down. 
ty, looked over the situation and then called up 
alo iter was still in Munich and the person in 


Mem ee 


nt to the local 
th iooi The 


e 
2# OT Nig. office 


char e prohibited any participation of ‘the Party in these 
smonstrations. Witness was informed by the Landrat (administrative 


en 


reaa in his distric ) that three or four old Jewish people had been 
qoliverceä to hin by SA mon and witness secured the immediate rolease 
of these Jewish people. None of the political officials in witness’ 
istrict received any profit from the anti-Jewish activities. The 

vows gold their goods and emigrated. Expulsion of the Jews from the 


arce was under the supervision of State police. (pp. 588 to 590) 


On cross examination the witnoss was shown Exhibit PS Obl 
US 2oC, a teletype report from Eeydrich, dated 10 November 1938, in 
Jhich the Chiefs of the State Police were instructed to contact the 
al Geuleiters and Ereisleiters for the joint management of demon- 
Streations. Witness did not know of this hish order or of any similar 
order requiring political leaders to participate. He did not believe 
tC ch had any power to order the Gauleiters to do anything but 
t offer any explanation as to why Heydrich hed suggested 
brant the police contact the political leaders. He believed that such 
cooperation would have required previous ge lees sho and there had not 
Gn any». He conceded that the political leeders had believed that the 
niluencs of the Jews in Germany should be reduced to the percentaze 
et thoir number bore to the entire population. (pp. 621, 622) 
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ao had observed no organizational participation in Jew~baiting. 
oa Saka loaders. He was shown a letter, dated June 3, 1933, on the 
ropazanda Department of the Gau Coblenz, addressed to the Kreis Directors 
ntitled "Jew Baiting", which ordered the District Director to sot 


-Å = 








m 


up a committee for such activities and also directed that the Ortsgruppen- 
Litor should set up secret sub-committees, He denied any knowledge of 
this lotter or the procedure indicated under it. He said thet he would 
not heve called anyono for this type of sctivity but that if he had called 
“nyone he would have gotten the assistance of the propaganda lenders of 
the Ortsgruppen end a few old Party members, not the Zellenleiters or the 
3lockleiters. (pp. $22, 623) 


4. Proatmont of Foreign Workers 





The treatment of the forcign workers in the district of the 
witness was good. These were genorally billeted in the houses of the 
farmorse In individual cases of nistreatment of foreign workrs, tho 
latter were immediately taken away from the particular employer. It 
was tho duty and the general practice of Kreisleiters to criminally 
orosecute all Germans who mistretcd foreign workers under their control. 
(op. 589 to 593) 


On cross examination the witness conceded that it was asainst 
toe moral laws to compel women foreign workers in Germany to have abor- 
tions or to give up their children and -have them brouzht up clsowhere. 
Sitnoss never tock part in any such activities himself nor was it part 
of the duty of the political leaders. He was shown Document D884, 

į . March 28, 1944, by tho Gauloitune of Baden Alsace, which dealt 
wit tho troatmont of pregnant foreign workers and children to whom 
they had given birth within the Reich. Despite the fact that this 
cocunent was addressed to the Gau Labor Office, he denied that the 
Gaulociter had any concern in this matter and he claimed that the Gau- 
loitor of Amt IV of National Health was on the distribution list only 
Ss a attor of informetion. From the body of this document he was 
shown oxplicit instructions that the Kreisleiter was to report all 
casos of pregnancy and births within his district. He was asked as 
to whother he would need assistance in performing this task in his 

istrict anc he testified thet he would have discussed the matter 2% 
tre next meeting of the Ortseruppenleiters, the Feasant bende rs and 
the Labor Front Leaders. Fe believed that the Peasant Leaders would 
nayo had the best information on this becouse whenever a mother went 
through pregnancy she wes dropped from the working rolls, and the 
Peasant Leaders had the task of supplying another worker. Fe would 
hove boon much better uualified for this task than the lower political 
leaders. (pr. 614 to 619) 


The witness was shown a list of pregas necies, abortions, births 
and still births from the same documente (pp. 619, 620) 


5. Allicd Fliors 


The district of the witness was along the main route of planes 
Prom so Soest to sermeny 2nd there were many emergency landinss in thet 
rea. ln addition, during the last few months of the war, movement on 
raare Tae Garing the daytime was prevented by strafing activities of 
rigater planes, Teth intense bitterness of the population against this 
concuct, the population did not indulge in acts of self—justico and th 
political leaders did not urge them to. The witness knew generelly of 
the speech of Goebbels and the Bormenn Decree, which incited the people 
t of 


tc acts reprisal against onemy fliers, but the political authorities 
continued to turn captured fliers over to the Army. Members of the 
population who gave them temporary shelter were not molested for this 
mano treatment. (pp. 593, 594) 
The witness did not remember the order by former Doputy of 

tho Fuchrer, dated March 13, 1940, (Document PS 062 US 696), under which 
veny parachutists were to be immediately ETEA or liquidated. Fee 

orier hac. not been passed down to him and ho belioved that this orjer 
revulre: the commission of murder. He woulé nee have carrie? out such 


3 


n nec boen passed on to him. He svoided answering the 
question as to why, if the purposes of the political lo2dership were 
non~criminal, such an order should even be issued to political leacers. 
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II. Hvidonce of Voluntary or Compulsory Membership 


-olitical lesdors all voluntarily occupied their offices. 
With r spect to Blockleiters ani Zellonleiters, these were appointed 
oy the Jrtsgruppouleiter after “iscussion with his staff. Howevor, 
if a person considered himself unable to perform the duties of the 
bosition he could decline. Thus it was cecidedly voluntary on the 
part of the Zellenleiters anc Blocklciters whether they accepted the 
ition or not. (pp. 598, 599) 


& man could state that due to his office he was aot 
to take caro of his business or his family he could request rele 
from his Party duties and this was usually srantec, end if a Sat P 
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Or A Krodeleiter Cisaoproved of the way the State was being run by the 
rarty, ho had only his sense o esponsibility to prevent him from 


P od 
£ P? 
resisning. Witness bolieved that if an official had a sense of respon- 
Lt, then á would have steyec on in order to prevent wrong occur- 
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III. Knowledge of Criminal Activities 


Titness wes aware thet there were concentration camps at 
“sterwoson, Dachau and Oranicnbers. At ono time he applied for per- 
mission t 3 


isit Hsterwezen but he was advisoi that he shoul? secure 

: pPI f the Reich Main Socurity Office. The i 3 

at asterwezen informed the witness that he could not imagine what a 

Kreislcitor wanted to Jo in his concentration camp. Witness was not 

satisfiod with this reply and took the matter up with the 

from whom he receive: instructions to let the matter rest. He never 

received any official or unofficial information about concentration camps 

he hal no opportunity to exert any influence over the men who 

Lorcaeac. these camps. In general, the 55 were very hostile towards 

any susgestions coming from any level of the Political Leadership Corps, 

same independence was notieosbio in the attitude of the Gestapo 


toward the political leaders. (pp. 567 to 569) 
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xyitness once wrote an appeal r clomency for an inmate of 

a concentration camp anda rocoived, an snswor from the Camp Commancant 
le nar it ° be oe A * ic. j as ° oi A pa a e 
iat tho inmate i quostion haid not sufficiently improved to bo 
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In 1905, aftor Findenburg's ceeth, the rural riding clubs 
were transferred to the 5S and members were put under oath of allegiance 
Fit . istrict of the witness eleven young men refused. to 
taso this oath anc were thervafter orrested. An associate of the witness 
wid was A political leacer and wearer of ee ey eee interce oc 
for the men but it was only after 


pr LS mal with the Re +4 Lechsfuekror S£ C 
bÍ OY i? spent five or six month S i aA concen tration camp that the offorts 


ko > i +14 < 4 7 } ++ 4 t =r 4 » 94 a ~ S ~ Tre 
Or %12 political authorities were successful in securing their reloaseo. 
Dy ° O7, 570) 


mn Te pa 2 oO . 
Lhe witness dic. not know of a decree with respect to the 
conpuLsory sterilization of persons with hereditary er eoneets Ae 


was rerorred to Document D 181, which wss a letter, dated 21 January 
Les, from the Gmleiter's office at Westfalen-Sud, anc to lenguage 

Ln it which requirei that ethical, moral anc political attitude should 
oo 2 consideration in the determination of whother a particular porson 
was A person who hac. a hereditary disease. Witness admitted that he 
onca participated in the examination of a nature healer and drunkard, 
who was suppose to be sterilized. The witness asked that action on 
thls individual: be postponed until the end of the war. He was not 
lo to explain why it was necessary to examine tho political views 

oe such A man in Cetormining whether ho was one who qualified as a 
pouson suffering from a hereditary Jisoase. (pp. 609, 610) 
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The witness admitted that he had heard rumors that somewhere 
in Gormany peoole with incurable diseases were to be liquidated or 
vomoved. He admitted that that was marder and he testified that he 

ai inquired of the Gauleiter concerning this rumor anc was reprimanded 
for running to the Gauleiter with fables. He Admitted that, if the 
political leaders took even an insignificant part in tho business of 
those institutions, it was an ille#al organization, Hoe was shown 
Document PS 1969, a letter dated $1 Docember 1940, from the Reichs 
Minister of the Interior to the Gaustabsamtsleiter in Nurnberg, which 
referred to an inguiry by a Mrs. Marie Kehr regarding the possibility 
of logslly relieving people of their incurable sufferings. The letter 
roquestod an investigation of tho political roliability 2nd church 
connoetions of Mrs. Kehr. Tho witnoss ventured the opinion that her 
chuirch affiliations were requested because it misht have been thought 
that this inquiry originated from hostile church authoritiocs. (pp. 
611, 612) 


Witnoss believed that the invostiestion in this case would 
have boen carrioč on by the Ortsgruvpenleiter but he donied that it 
was the normal duty of political leadors to make inquiry as to the 
political attitude of people in connection with Nazi laws, such as 
thesoa. (pp. 612, $13) 
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SUMMARY OF EVIDENCE OF JOHANN ADAM MOHR 


WITNESS FOR THE CORPS OF POLITICAL LEADERS 





TAKEN BEFORE A COMMISSION ON 





19 JUNE 1946 TRANSCRIPT PAGES 1424 TO 1434 
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20 JUNE 1946 TRANSCRIPT PAGES 1435 TO 1463 








SUBJECT: Organization, aims, and activities of the Agrarpolitischer 
Apparat in Reichsamt (Counsellor of Farmers’ Affairs); its 
successor, the Amt fuer das Landvolk (Office for Farmers); 
and the Reichsnaehrstand. 

The witness held various important positions in the Agrar- 
politik structure of the Party from 1932 to 1945: In 1932 he was 
Counsellor of Kreisleiter in Farmers’! Affairs. In 1934 he was deputy; 
then Gaufachberater at Wurzburg. When the Agrarpolitischer Apparat 
was dissolved in 1943, he carried on as Guaemtsleiter for its successor, 
the Landvolk. In the Reich 1934 to 1936 he was Kreisbauernfuehrer 
(leader of farmers) at Aschaffenburg. From 1944 until end of war, he 
was Landeshaupteilungsleiter at Maunich--of Section One and then Section 
Two. (pp. 1424 to 1428) 


I. Activities relating to Article 6 of the Charter 


l. Organization of the Reichsnachrstand and the 


re te o — 


Azrarpolitischer Apparat 


Bofore 1930 there existed in Germany a professional organization 
of farmers called the "Bauernkammer" in Southern Germany; "Landwirschafts— 
kammer" in Northern Gormany. Operating in conjunction with this were the 
political movements of the Party: The Christian Farmers’ Association, 
Gorman Land Bund, and in Southern Germany the Beuernbund,. About 1930 
Hitlor became interested in organizing farmers 2nd Darre, the Minister 
of Economics, organized the "Agrarpolitischer Apparat" (Counsollor of 
Farmers! Affairs). In 1923 a law was passed creating in addition, the 
Reichsnachrstand, 2 public corporation, which became the only organ for 
all farmers and all of above farmers! organizations were absorbed in it. 
The Agrarpolitischer Apparat set up by Darre consisted of a couxdinated 
ndvisor in each office of the Hohcitstracger of the Party (tho Kreis, 
Ortsgruppe and Geuleiters) whose task it was to counsel the Hoheitstracger 
about problems of farmers, to inform farmers of Party positions, and 
counsel thom on their probloms. When the Reichsnachrstand was formed, 
the office holders in the Agrarpolitischer Apparat in most cases also 
became 6ffice holders in Reichsnavhrstaad in same area and level, receiving 
instructions from professional supervisors. (That is, the advisor on 
farmers! problems in the office of the Party Hoheitstraeger became the 
official of the Reichsnachrstand with title of Landesbauernfuchror; 
farmers’ counsellor in Kreisleiter became Kreisbauernfuehrer; and on 
the level of Ortsgruppe, the Ortsbeuernfuehrer.) In 1942 Darre was forced 
to resign and Agrarpolitischer Apparat was dissolved. However, Bormann 
created a new office called "Amt fuer das Landvolk" (Office of Farmers). 
Under the new sotup the basic orgenization remained the same, and hence 
Bormann's attack against the independent organization of farmors was 
inoffoctive. (pp. 1426 to 1428) 


2. Svidence in support of claim that Agrarpolitis- 
chor Apparat oxports were not "Political Leadors" 


The expert advisors to the Hoheitstraager (the Agrarpolitis-: 
cher Apparat and later "Amt fuer das Landvolk") could not be termed 
staff officials of the Gaulcitors and Kreisleiters, inasmuch as they 
had no political leadership functions. For example, the staff of the 
Gauleiter consisted of an inner and an enlargod circle of staff officors. 
The inner circle was comprised of the Deputy Gauleiter, the Gaustabsamt— 
Leiter, the leiters of the training system, personnel, propaganda, and 
prosses The enlarged circle included the man in charge of the Agrar- 
politischer Apparat, the NSV, man in charge of students and teachers, 
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Commander of Army in the area, the man in charge of forests, and other 
like officials. A romote circle of State officials could also be con= 
sidered as a third circle. 


The onlarzed staff, includine all circles, held meotings as 
were necded, monthly, every second month, otc. At these meotings all 
eee ho concerning tho Krois or Gau wore discussed. They were not 

ros and press was invited. At first Agrarpolitischer Apparat con- 

buted poriodical reports but after creation of Reichsnachrstand the 
offico. holder of the Reichsnachrstand simply gave Party Hoheitstraeger 

opy of his monthly report, which dealt with all questions of concern 
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to farmers. Tho outer circle did not participate in conferences held by 
inner cirlees. (pp. 1430, 1431) 

Tho Organization Book of Party showed organization of Agrare 
politischer Apparat as consistinz of a number of main offices and sub=- 
divisions ("Hauptstelle"), concorned with the following: press and. 
propaganda, farmers’ culture, questions cf blood of Gorman farmers, 
farmers! training, acricultural economics and personnel--farmers 
sottloments, legal problems, and employees. The witness testified 
that far from having all the above sub-offices in his office, he had 
onc young man for all his paper work, and to his knowledze these offices 
were not filled in other Gaus. The Agrearpolitischer Apparat counsellors 
wore subordinated to the discipline of Party just as every individual 
wes, in accord with the totalitarian claim of Nazi Party, but they did 
not havo any part in political jud-monts and the Agrarpolitischer Appa-~ 
rat officials could not be considered as Political Leaders. But as thoy 
wove subordinate to the Party on one hand and on the other hand received 
professional instructions from their farmers’! organizations, this created 
a conflict, with Hess, Bormann and Goebbels finally enzsging in an actual 
fight against the Acersrpolitischer Apparat. In 1942 Darre was compelled 
to resign and was succeeded by Backes but farmer leaders still continued 
to refuse to accept full time positions in service of Party. 


19-14 a ie participated in a farmers’ conference held in 
Munich at which time erbefohlshabor Triedrichs complained that tho 
now organization PAg of Farmer=) had been set up one and a half 
years and had accomplished nothing. (pp. 1431 to 1439) 


bo. Attitude towards Church 
Darre issued an order to = offect that farmers! leaders were 
not vermitted to leave the Church. hose wishing to leave had to resign 
from Party office first. sut in 1940 Darre issued a secret order to the 
Lendesbauernfuehrers susponding this order. (pp. 1489, 1420) 


` mMm. ‘ . Pan one 
4. Trentmons of Jows 


As far as Azrarpolitischor ppan" was concerned, no measures 
wore takon with regard to race eht Jows dealt to a large extont 
vion selling of ccws and othor gaei in rural areas. They were per- 
mitted to continuo until their establishments wore ary2nized by the 
State. (pp. 1440, 1441) 


Acrarpolitischer Apparat ond its successor, Office for Farmors, 
usually heard only through his family that a man had been arrostod. Party 
never gave them that information. Their first concern was to see that the 
operation of his farm seen and then thoy contacted police or other 
State suthorities in order to help the person. Witness recalled one man 
they wore able to zot out of a concontrstion camp and several whom they 
prevented from being sent to camps. The man who got out later told the 
Witness his rations were quito good and the treatment correct in the 
CAND (pp. L-i-t1, 14423) 
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6. Forocizn Labor 


Tho allotment of foreign laborers was handled by tho State 

office of labor supply. Their living arrangements were hendled by an 
.officer of the Reichsnachrstend, the Betriebszefolzschaftswart (man 
in charge of plans and forms). Witness heard complaints from both 
sides but in proportion to the number actually employed they wore very 
fow. When omployer and employee were unsble to 2¢rec, nd if conflict 
was brought to the attention of the Roichsnechrstand, the local official 
wes called and he tried to smooth things out. If it was found that 
onployor was in the wrong, then employee was given another job. svon 
f onplover was right the complainer wes usually transferred to anotaor 
b. Witnoss testifiod that in practically all cases the foroign 
aborer was ~ceepted in the farmer's family unit and thoy wore trostod 
like cny German employee on the farm. Witness knew of instructions 
which prohibited foreign laborers fron ontoring German restaurants or 
public conveyances and which save employer richt to punish thon, but 

in most eases the offices of Reichsnaehrstand didn't even pass it on 

ags thoy were well awaro it wouldn't bo observed in farming districts. 
ALL in ^11, casos of mistreatment of foreign l-borors wore vory fow. 
(pp. 1442 to 1445) 


7. Aviators 


Only after wer did tho witness hear of any orders issucd to 
the offect that vopnlation could lynch or ristroeet Allied flyers. 
Durins an air attack at Schweinfurt, Areriesn bombors bailed out and 
wore arrested by farmors whe turned them over to the Arny.» 

$... 9% os . ps (pp. 1--:15=1-1-56 ) 


II. Knowledge of Criminal Activitics 


Agcrarpolitischor Apperet or its successor, Office for Farners, 
or tho Reichsnevhrstand did not onzeze in any kind of activity which 


could be cheracterized as the propsration for aczressive WAL. Witness 
never participated in conferences or meetines wherein matters which 
S 


<2 
aro considered crininal were discussed by farmers. (p. 1246) 
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WITNESS FOR THE SS TAKIN BEF 


A COMMISSION ON 
14 JUNE 1946 TRANSCRIPT PAGES 1146 To 1156 





SURJECT: The imrocuous nature of education taught to officer candidates 
at the SS Junker schools. 


In 1937 witness was sunervizing chief of the Junker school in 
Ce Tm 1941 and 1942, he was ecucator at the school of Toelz. 
He himself had been a student of the Toolz school in 1934. 


D 


I. Activities relating to article 6 of the Charter 


Nature and Character of the Education 
Given in the SS Junker Schools 
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first classes in the S2 Junker schools consisted of 123 men 
sclectec from 4800 volunteers. These were given a pre-school training 
and all but 8 eliminated The € attended the first SS Junker school 
class end 4 onssed. p, 1146). 
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The following auslificstions were required of crndidetes for the 
Junker schoole: they ned to hove served 1 time vith the Waffen SS on 
military duty; they must heve proved their sbility ss non-commissioned 
officers in these units; snd they must heve displeyed ability both rs 
soldiers and as leaders. During time of wer i was siso recuirec that the 
cendicstes should heave heen decorrted for bravery. No cducational or 
background recuirement was established. (P. 1147). 


These schools vere inten.oc to troin the coming lendere 
SS. The men were supposed to carry the educrtion they hec received in 
the schools to the lower ranks vhen they returned to their units. 
The finsl zonl of the trzining vas the development of = person of high 
mornl, physienl and spirituecl standards. The spiritunrl ičesi vas 
moceled on the code of the former knights :ho usec to be sll over Europe. 
There wae no intention to form 2 easte of Herrenvoik, but it vzs hopec 
to unify the SAUNT of Europe for the protection of 2a united culture 
agr inst Asiatic influence. The Christian culture constitute? » pert of 
this Western European culture, -lthough the doctrines of no particular 
cenoninetion were emphasizec. The students could attend the church of 
their choice. (Pa 1147 to 1149). 


There were 16 actucl courses vithin the schools, civiced rlong the 
anin lines of militery courses, political courses snc sports or athletic 
COUrses. The basis for the teaching of tactics wos in the orders of the 
‘rny. In this phase, the gonl vas the training of 2 mon who voulc be 
rercy to take over the cuties of s. front-line pl«toon lencer, 


Junker school education dic not sdvocate power mensures or the 
brated carrying out of warfare. Bravery end hardness vere encouraged, 
hut not cruelty. (Pp. 1149 & 1150). 


Stucents were teste. concerning their knowledge of the Army reguin- 
tions regording treatment, honcline and transportation of prisoners of 
ver, The witness mentioned on order of the Fuehrer of June 1940 which 
enjoined respect for the enemy civilian popul-tion upon the soldiers. 
This orčer vag issued after the ocevn tion of Froncee enc included a 
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werning ogoinst excessive drinkir, (P. 1150). 
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foundation for the carrying out of crimes curing war, 
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SUMMARY OF BVIDENC OF RIC HARD MULLER 
WITHESS FOR THE CORPS OF FOLITICAL LEADERS 


l July 1946 Transcrist Pages 217¢ to 2200 
2 July 1946 Transcript Pages 1671 to 1577 


SUBJECT: 1. Personnel Composition of the Various Offices of the Party 
Administration. 


2. Non-Participation in Conspiracy or Crimes of Political 
Leaders in the Party Acministration. 


Witness began the study of law at tho University of Manich in 
1924. He joined the Nazi Party in 1930 bocause he beliove l that it was 
possible that one strong Party under strong leacership could relieve the 
unfavor2ble situation created by the onmity of twonty-soven antagonistic 
parties under the Republican Regime. From 1938 he worke4 in the Genter 
of administration in tho Nazi Party. From 1938 to 1940 he was loaned by 
the Bavarian State Administration in which he was counsel te the Troasurer 
of the Nazi Party and in 1940 he was transferred from State servico to the 


service of the Party. (pp. 2172, 2173) 
I. Activities Relating to Article 6 of the Charter 


l. Personnel of Party AMninistrabions wii th particular 
reference to tae Office of the Party | se reasury 


Witness was in charge of principal GEATA matters ani their 


bearing on fiscal end financial affairs within th siministration of the 
Party. Ye was particularly concernec in the eaten and salary system 
of the Party. (p. 2174) 


Tho witness testific. that the chart contained in tho Organization 


Book of the Party, Document P.S. 18193, did not fully represent the facts, 
p 


e 

with respect to Party Administration. Party Administration ws an organiza- 
tion of its own within tho Party organization and included associated and 
affiliate organizations as well as tho Party. As a result, the Troasurer 
of the Farty was not only the Treasuy>:r of the Geau but also the chief of 


ho aiministration offices of the affiliated militant organizations, such 

as tho SA and the SS. He was also chi f of the financial administrative 
offices of the non-militant organizations, such as the NS Women's Leai i 
Organiz ation ani the NS Doxenten uni (teachers! organization). In additio: 
the Treasurer of the Party wag in charge of the financial management of toh 
other associatec organizations as tho NSV, a National Socialist Volfere 
Organization. (p. 2175) 


The officers subcrdinate to the Treasurers of the Party within 
the dody of the Party were calle the Gauschatzmoister on the Gau level 
end the Kassenleiteor on the Kreis level. Most officials within tho lode 
of tho Treasurer of the NSDAP or in his subordinate offices wore professicn— 


ally trained voople from industry, Civil Service or the professions. It was 
required that they should have a goo’. charactor and alequate professional 
training. Not tco mech attention was paid to length of membership witnin 

the Nazi Party. Several such positions were occupied by people who were not 
Party mombers and there were some instances of women holding these positi ns. 
all tasks within the Treasury were pureby administrative in character. 

(pp. 2175, 2176) 


The organizational structure >f the Treasury within the main office 
of the Party was as follows: (1) Financial Affairs, employing accounting and 
banking specialists and ecncerned with fiscal matters} (2) the Surgeon's 
Office; (3) the Personnel Office whic): dealt mainly with questions of salary, 
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pension and employees! contracts} (4) Administrative Office which was sub- 
divided into the Beonomic Office, and the Office for the Four-Year Plan 
and the Office of Buildings and Structures; (5) the Legal Office of the 
Treasurer, which contained also a division for mombership and admissions; 
(6) Comptroller's Office, which was in charge of financial inspection; 

(7) the office in charge of insurance; and le) the office charged with 
welfare and equipment. (p. 2176) 


Employees of the Treasury were hired only by the Reich Treasurer 
himself. Such people became fully employed, professional employees, sueh 
as wero called office holders (Amtstraeger) after 1944. The Treasurers 
of the local groups were paid workers, although there wore a fow unpaid 
honorary workers among the Kreis workors. Gonerally speaking, until 1941 
or 1942 omployees of tho Party received lowor wages than State employees 
and did not receive any special privileges. (pp. 2177, 2178) 


Some of the employees of tho administrative offices of the 
Treasury were given the rank of political leader.. This title was not 
given out on the basis cf the kind or quality of the work performed by: the 
individual but was simply the working cut of a Nazi pclicy that all employees 
who held office should beccme political loaders socner or later. (p. 2179) 


There was a sharp distinction between people working for an admin- 
. istrative body, such as the Treasury cf the Party and those who were active 
in the political leadership of the Party. The political leadership of the 
division of the Party organization was first headed by Hess and then came 
under the jurisdiction of Bormann who was the expert advisor to the Fuehrer. 
The Treasurer of the Party, Schwartz, was the only Reich leader who was not 
subordinate to these men. The result of the fact that the Reich Treasurer 
was independent of the top political leader was that the political leadership 
had no influence on Party administration and the converse was also truc. 
This distinction between Party leadership and Party administration was recog- 
nized in the order issued by the deput: of the Fuchrer on June 2, 19383 and 
in the law guaranteeing the unity of Party and State, which was issued on 
Decembor 1, 1933. (pp. 2179 to 2181) 


The distinction between Party administration and Party political 
activity was reflective in tho personnel policy of the Party. Thero wore 
separate personnel efficos for political leaders and for the administrative 
employees, and in the field of fiscal administrative policy there oxisted 
a special personnel office, which was under the Reich Treasury. Poople who 
were hired for work in the political activity division of the Nazi Party 
wore hired by the Hoheitstracger on the different levels. (p. 2181) 


There were seme instances i which the Reich Treasury hired people 
to act as Gau Treasurers who were not the choices of the Gaulecitors. Likewise 
she witness knew of an instance in which the Reich Treasurer employed a man 
na had been termed unfit by the Offico of the Supreme Court of the Party. 

pe 2182) 


People employed within tho political leadership phase of tho Nazi 
Party were subordinate to the head of their professional Reich office on the 
Reich level and to their Gau office 2s well as to the Reich office on tho 
Geu levol. (p. 2182) 


Foople subordinate to the Reichsschatzmeistor (Reich Troasuror) 
who were given the rank of political leaders were still subordinato to the 
Raich Treasurer. (p. 2183) 


It was contemplated in 1938 to give a special rank insignia to 
enployces within the Administrative Division of the Nazi Party, which would 
characterize thom as not having any political authority. The Troasurer of 
the Party, Mr. Schwartz, opposed such a plan because he believed it would 
lead to discrimination against his employees and would provent any of them 
from holding thoir standing among the political loaders. (p. 2184) 
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Depa rément tow "toware the Political Loadership of the Party 


The Roich Treasurer, Mr. Schwartz, maintained fricndly relations 
with somo of the Gauleiters but hed a very low cpinion of a large nunbor 
of them. There wore a fow Gauleiters whom ho would not ovon spoak to and 
thoro were a number of Reichsleiters tcward whom he held a hostilo point 
cf view. (p. 2184) 





Nagi Party Administrative Officials toward 
the Party Program 


3. Attitude 





Tro witness testified that, in the light of the :fficial pronounce- 
nents by the Fuchrer, the pann cf the Party Program which scught 2 unifod 
Germany, the abrogation of o Versailles Treaty and the domend for colonics 
could not have been ale as part of a conspiracy tc dominate tho 
world. The people within tho Party Administrstion had ne copertunity te 
take an official position on these matters but, to the witn ess! knowledzo, 
he and his colleagues were convinced that those sdgec tav os cculd bo rorlized 
in a legal and peaceful way through edium cf nogetinticns. (p. 2185) 


Mio administroticn cf the Party was not proparod for war. It was 


not until the latter part of august 932 when, cn thro one cf news roperts, 
tho Roich issucd crdors to make essontial proparations in event thet war 


should be declared. The witness himself had to hastily a inti wartime salary 
end pension rogulaticns. (op. 2184, 3185) 
4, Non-Farticipation cf Party Administration in 
Criminal Activity or in a Conspiracy towara 
War and Crimes 





. Party Administration had nothing to do with the anti-—Jowish 
activities “of November 1938. (p. 2185) 


On ercss oxanineticn the witness admitted that he was familiar with 
the rece problem in zenoral and knew of tho boyestt of 1933. Hoe cloarly 
statod thet his duties did net bring him inte contact with tho Jewish orcblom 

by S 
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but ho stated that it was the prevailing opinion, with whieh he agrood, thst 
tho political and eccnomic influences cf th: Jews woro all cut cf proportion 
to the ratio of tho Jews in Gormany te the tetal pepulation of Germany. Tho 


j 

t 

omembercd the antiwewish demcnstrations cf 1938, and he know of 

tho sryanizaticn cf the Jewish businesses. He claimed that, at least, ^s far 

as the perscnnel in the Treasury Administraticn was ccncernod, these mensuros 
jocted. (pp. 2192, 2199) 


advisors end the Treasury 
aryanization of Jowish proporty. 


Witness test 
aininistraticon officia 
(op. 2197, 2198) 
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Tho Administrative Branch c? tho Nazi Party organization had no 
pert in the financing of concentration camps. These camps were net a concern 
_f tho Party. The witness remembered that many rumors woro sproad rogarding 
the treatment of peeple in the concentration camps. However, the witness 
did not remomber any crder by Rosenborg that people should be fully instructed 
that these rumors wore untrue. (p. 2188) 
The witnoss testified that officials in his category wore not 
inf ormod by the Party cfficers superior to thom of any plans cf tho Suproemo 
Farty Leadership for the preparaticn of war and crines NEDSS the rules of 
war andegainst humanity. He also testified that they were not informed of 
any crimes which were a consequence of the oxecution cf sical planse ` (pe 2188) 
Tho witness know cf the special assignment from Fitler to Rosenberg 
untior which Resenbors was tc take caro of the works cf art in the occupied 
territorios. It was his belief that theso works wore to bo held for uso in 
the ovent is e victorious conclusion tc tho war. He did not know that any 
art treasures were put at the disposal of leading personalitics. Hoe ‘testified 
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that Einsatz Resonborg was not a Party formation and had ncthing tc do 

with political leaders. It was a special assignmont from Hitler to Rosonborg 
personally and the latter employed in his project polico leadors, domestic 
and i scientists drafted for the duration cf the war. (pp. 2188, 

2189 


Tho Reich Treasurer paid the salary and expenses cf Binsatzzruppe 
Rosenberg but this fact did not warrant the conclusion that these dutios wore 
ordered by tho Party. Thore were a number of other instancos in which tho 
Reich Treasury paid the exponses of non-Party organizations. Such a finan- 
cial arrangoment was made because the Reich Treasury could mcro rapidly and 
officiontly handle the financial affeirs of such a project oven though it 
was not part of the pcelitical structure. (pp. 2189, 2190) 


On cross examination the witness admitted that he know that thoro 
were concentration camps and that he porscnally had ceme in touch with 
foreign laborers working in the Reich. Several times, without responsiva 
answer, he was asked whether the Nazi Government was responsible fcr tho 
persecution of Jews, the system of concentration camps anc. fercign labor 
employment in the Reiche «At first, he said that ecneentraticn camps were 
not introduced by the Party and tho Party Administration had ncthing to do 
with it. Finally he answered that it was his opinicn that the Government 
was responsible for such methods. He was thon askod whether tho Government 
eculd have oxisted without the Corps of Political Leaters and he said that 
it was possible in theory. Pressed on the quostion cf whether it was possible 
in fact he answored that he did net know just hew far Germany deponded upon 
the Corps of Political Leaders. He acmittod that withcut financial advisors 
tho Gan Administration could never have financed Party activities and that 
the Stato Government could not have oxistod without financing. He was askod 
whother or not he, as financial advisor to tho Gauleitocrs, was porforming 
an cssontial part in the Treasury Administration and he said that ho was as 
far as tho Perscnnel Sector was concerned. He was then asked whothor it was 
not truc, thon, that he and the cther financial leaders were performing a 
vital task in a systom which maintained concentration camps, persecuted the 
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Jews and practiced slave labcr. He rorlied that thoy cculd hardly have beon 
made responsible for scmething of which they knew nothing. He was reminded 
that he had already testified that he knew that Jews were being persecuted 
and thet slave labor was being employed in Germahy. The witness insisted 
thet Party Administration had nothing to do with these things. Cross~oxamining 
Attorney reminded the witness that Nazi Govornment relied upon the Party and, 
without the Party, Nazi Government would never have come into power or stayed 
in power. (pp. 2195, 2196) 
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5. Supplementary -.'fidavit of the Witness 


The witness was allowed to submit an affidavit containing some 
twenty-sovon questions and smswers, which dealt principally with the allega- 
tion of the Defense that pclitical rank within the Party.: was not given on 
the basis of importance of the individual cr the value of the services ho 
porformod within tho Leadership Ocrps. This affidavit is act forth on pagos 
1675 +o 1677 of the transcript. 


Summarized by: 


J. S. CONWAY 
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SUMMARY OF SOVIDENCS OF ALTEID SPLMUT NAUJOCEKS 


WITN"SS FOR THE SD ORGANIZATION TAKEN BTFORE 
i a aa ’ -_ o —-—_—_--—_ _— 


A COMMISSION ON THE 23FD OF MAY 1946 
a i Di Ln an A 


TRANSCRIPT PAGES 491 TO 512 AND 


PAGES 101 TO 130 


SUBJECT: The SD and Crimes against Pearce with Particular Reference to 
the Attack on the Gleiwitz Breuucasting Station on the German- 
Polish Frontier (Document PS 2751), 


Before examining the witness, Defense Counsel asked whether Ants 3, 
6 and 7 of the RSHA (Reich Security Main Office) were indicted as part of 
the SD (Page 491). He’statedthat he was under the impression that the Prog- 
ecution only understood Amt 3 to be part of the SD and based this view on 
Page 1696 of the German transecrint (specch of the Prosecution). Amt 6 was 
the “oreien Information Service and was included in the Military Inforration 
Service and Amt 7 was concerned with scientific research. Prosecution stated 
that the whole of the SD was indicted and it was, therefore, decided thet 
Since Amts 6 and 7 were considcr da part of the SD they were included. 


I. Activities relating to Article 6 of the Charter, 


l. Aims and tasks of the Amts 3 and 6 of the ESHA, 





The orders to carry out the Gleiwitz incident were given 
personally by Heydrich, 

Witness stated thst he had made an if“idavit, Document PS- 
2751, rogerding his participation in the incident ofthe Gleiwitz Broad 
casting Station. He did not belong to the SD office Ant 3 but to Amt 6 
of the RSHA (Pase 492). He did not know the exact tasks ofAmt 3 but 
at any rate the border incidents in August 1°39 were not pert of thoir 
activitics (Page 493) nor wor: they of Ant 6 which collected foreien 
anà political information, There was no “partment for such special 
jobs in the RSHA (Page 494). 


In the ease of the Gleiwitz incident witness was 
the job by hoydvich porsonally, The SD offices (Amts 3, 6 and 
hot omoloy.sd on this incident nor was witness given the task because of 


} ` wA Arr, os » st a > S ~ v34 A T Pi a > * ma 4 ty $ 3 - E “ 

nis membership in sant 6 (Page 496) but because eeyarich know him vere 
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sonally (Page 497), He received the oréer fron Herérich direct and 


Ants 3, € ani 7 did not know of the incident when it wee planned nor 
did thoy givo them any orders concernine it. 


Defense Counsel referred to C2 S=EPD, ah AESis. 7b tr Dery 
Rudolf Mildner, dated the 4th of November, 1945 which st-ted that the 
"CD" members" who took part in the Gleiwitz insident received. the Yar 
Service Cross, Second Class (Peze 501). Witness denied this insofsr as 
his men and himself were conecrned (Page 601), Referonee was also međe 
to the statement of witness Lauhousen that he had hoerd from a man named 
Birckel that "all of the men of the SD who took part in this incident lve 
been killed" (Pago 414 of the German transcript), YVitnese observed that 
he ws still alive and he had not heard thet the other persons who took 
part in the incident were dead, 


Polish citizens or their rights were not in-ol=red (Pace 502), 
Gleiwitz was 10 kilometers from the Polish fronteir and was in Germany. 
The attack was for purposes of propaganda, 
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In cross examination witness stated that he was a momber 
of tho SS from 1931 to 1944, of the SD from 1934 to 1941 and from 1941 to 
the middle of 19-:2 in the WAFFEN-SS (Page 505). He carried out the Glei~ 
witz operation as a matter of personal confidence on the part of Heydrich 
but denicd this wes because of the work that he had previously done in the 
SS and SD (Page 506). 


@e The meaning of the expressiva "SD Man". 


In reply to Defense Counsel witness explained the contra- 
diction betwo.n his statement of 19 November 1945 and his present answer 
(that no SD or aMT 4 mon were employed) as follows. 


All people working in offices under Heydrich were called 
for short "SD men", This was a general description, The men camo from 
various sections of Heydrich's command, In cross examination witness 
Stated that if an "all around" view is taken of the term "SD men" then some 
of these may be said to have taken part in the Gleiwitz incident. There 
was for instance an 5S formation in the SD but as fer as Heydrich was 
concerned the term "SD man" meant any one he could trust volitically. 

The radio technician who took part in the operation did not belong to the 


SS or the SD, 


PS 2751 — US 482, =r a*vidavit of the witness on the 20th 
of Novcmber made on behalf of the Prosecution, was referred to (Page 507), 
and to his statement " I and other SD agents were in civilian clothes", 
Witness contonded that his error was not corrected since there was a con- 
siderable difference between what the Prosecution meant by "SD man" and what 
he meant (Page 508). He did not realize this mistake until after he heard 
that the SD had been given the blame for the action and an SD man was anyone 
he could trust (Page 509), 


In reply to the Prosecution, witness said he realized the 
SD itself wes an accused orgenization when he read a written statement of 
the Prosecution in prison (Page 510). This was understood to be the trial 
brief of the GESTAPO (Page 511). In a resumed cross examination on the 
24th of Moy, witness refused to Say at what date he saw this document but 
agreed thet he had heard in Tecember thet the SD was indicted (Page 103). 
He denied that he had tried to concoct a defense for the SD since that 
time. He decided to defend the SD since the evidence given to the rrosecu= 
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tion had bern misundefstood by them (Page 104), 


In re-examination the term "SD man" was further discussed 
and witness agreed that the following definition was correct, and "SD man" 
might be (1) a member of the Inland Intelligence Service, Amt 3; (2) 
amember of the Ereign Intelligence Service outside Germany, Amt 6; (3) 

a meubor of Ant 7 (research); (4) a merber of the so-called SD of the SS. 
(Page 13:18). together with all members of the RSHA end some members of 
the Gesteno and Fripo. There were, therefore, four different meanings and 
as the witness proviously stated,it also meant a man who was considercd 
reliable by Heydrich. Witness agreod that this was the c rect version 
and this oxplained his original use of the term in the affidavits that he 
swore on behalf of the Prosecution, 


3. Sctivitics of the SD in Denmark and Czechoslovakia. 


Czechoslovakia. In cross examination reference was made 


to another affidavit of the 20th of November (put in by the Prosecution as 
Organization No. 1) in which mention was mace of smell tins of explosives 
A 


being delivered by the witness to a Village close to the border in 
Slovaxia in Merch, 1939 where there was a section for carrying out SD 
activities, These explosives were for the use of certain Slovak groups 
(Page 107). The leaders of the SD were admittedly involved in this 
incident (Page 108). 
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Prosecution then went on to ref-r to a statement made on 
the 12th of September in which the witness said he went over to the Allies 
voluntarily in 1944 hecause the'"SS would get him", He felt he would only 
be given dirty jobs by Himmler so he deserted (Page 109), (The Commissioner 
doubted the relevancy of this evidence but the Prosecution said it was to 
prove that the SD and the SS were employing him for “dirty work".). 


The expression "SD", declared the witness, always meant to 
him all the organizations connected with the Security Service (Page 110). 


Prosecution referred further to Amt 6 of the RSHA and to 
a subordinate department VI S (Page 111). The witness did not know 
whether the function of this department was sabotage or not. 


In re~oxamination reference was made to the witness's 
affidavit of the 20th of November, 1945 wherein he stated he had visited 
en 5D Scrvice Department. This was not the same as Amt 3 of whet was 
later the RSHA but was concerned with counter-intelligence (Page 120), 
the witness agreed he was a member of Amt 6 (Foreign Intelligence). Mem 
bers of Amt 6 did not know of the activities of Amt 3 and vice versa, 


Referonce wes also made in re-examination to the second 
affidavit of November 20th concerning the menufacture of explosives. There 
was no special department within the SD for this kind of operation. 

(Page 122), The statement that the SD had a special office on the Czech 
border for this purpose may have been an incorrect translation (Page 123). 
The reference to the term "SD" as including the Security Police was also 
due to a mis-translation although witness aeree that this was the 
original German document signed by him when he swore the affidavit in the 
prison, The Security Police had, however, an office in the SD for 
foreign intelligence missions which were outside the scope of the Amt 6 
(Page 124). 


Denmark, Witness agreed he was sent by Himmler on an 
anti-terrorist mission to Denmark to combat the Danish resistence (Page 
112). (The Commissioner could not see what this had to do with the SD 
but the French Prosecution insisted that this was an SD mission although 
Himmler sent him to Denmark personally. The Commissioner was also of 
the opinion thet the mission dic not appear to concern the SD but allowed 
the cross examination to continue.) (Page 113). 


Witness stated he made several short visits to Denmerk 
and made contact with Skorceny of Amt 6 whom he believed belonged to the 
Army ana not to the SD (Page 114). He was not a member of the SD at the 


time but ©korceny save him orders and lent him personnel from the WAFFEN 
55, 


Keforring to Danish people killed during these activities, 
he stated that they amounted to one-twentieth of the German soliers 
killed by the Danes (Page 115). 


Since the Prosecution raised the question of "Airty missions" 
to Denmerk, the Commissioner allowed re-examination on this subject (Page 
125). The mission to Denmrk was a special mission and not activity Of 
the 5D, Himmler sent him in person (Page 127). 


The agents who were working along the Czech border in 
1939 were either SD agents or came from other branches of the Security 
Service. They were in fact only "confidence men" and not paid agents, 


These confidence men of the SD sent in their information to Amts 3 and 
6. 


At the time of the mission to Denmark the witness dic. not 
belong to Amts 3 or 6 but to the "military administration! in Belgium, 
(Page 129) 
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II. Knowledge of Criminal Activities. 


le Knowledge of the details of the Gleiw tz Border Inċident, 


The fake border incident described by Hitler on the 1st 
of Scptenber 1939 was not generally known in Germany to have veen fabri- 
cated by Heydrich and the witness, The object of bho operation was to 
febricate an incident that would nacentuato Corman Paoling against Poland 
(Page 499) and thus encourage German interest in a war, Witness was 
forbidden to tell anyone about this operation, He did not talk to 


anyone nor did anyone clse who took part in this since this would have 
meant certain death. 


Note: The witness Nrujocks was examined by Counsel for 
the Gestapo concerning the pari:  >.vion af that Organization in the 
Gleiwitz incident. Summary of his evidence is to be found on the next 
page. 
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SUMMARY OF EVIDENCE ur ALFRED HSLMUT NAUJOCKS 





WITNESS FOR THE SD ORGANIZATION TAKEN BUFCRE 





A COMMISSION ON 23 OF MAY 1946 





TRANSCRIPT FAGES 101 TO 130 AND PAGTS 
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491 TO 512 


Ceana e am e o Me M 


SUBJECT: Crimes Against Peace. The Participation of the G®STAPO in the 
Gleiwitz Broadcasting Station Operation. 


This witness was examined by Defense Counsel for the GuSTAPO in 
relotion to the incident. 





I. Activities relating to Article 6 of the Charter. 
l. Larticipation of Amt 4 & GHSTAPO in the Gleiwitz incicent. 


Examined by counsel for the GESTAPO witness stated that Amt 
4 was not involved (Page 504). 


Reference was made to an allegation that a man named 
Mueller had taken part in the action. Witness denied this and doubted 
whether Mucller had anything to o wit Amt 4 itself. None of his assist- 
ants in the operation belonged to the GESTAPO, In cross examination he 
was asked whether Mildner, Chief of the GESTAPO, had given witness Qirec- 
tions concerning his part in the Gleiwitz operation. He was also asked 
whether Mueller had instructed him to receive the body of a dead man which 
was to be used in the fake attack. Witness agreed that he received the 
body through Mueller but was unable to say whether Amt 4 had anything to 
do with this (Page 116). The code word for receiving the body was 
"Canned Goods., Witness stated that he simply rceecived the body at Gleiwitz 
and laid it down at the entrance to the broadcasting station (Page 117). 


Summarized by: A.M.S. NEAVE 
Lt. Colonel, AAG 
Commissioner 
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SUMMARY OF EVIDENCE OF HANS OBERLINDOBER 


Sse esses sstesensttingsastheeupeneenioommeaneatnet? 


WITNESS FOR THE S.A, ORGANIZATION TAKEN 


ee EAST AnD De As VEGA CALLON LAREN 
BEFORE A COMMISSION ON ZOTH AND 


31ST MAY, 1946, 


TRANSCRIPT PAGES 421-435 


nett a Ř  n 


SUBJECT; Activities of the S.A. in relation to Crimes against Peace, 


Witness was Obergruppenfuehrer 2.3.5. in the SeA., and was concerned, as 
a leading war veteran of his country, with the movement to imorove the relation- 
shiv between the war veterans of different countries (Pages 442, 427 and 431). 


I, Activities relating to Arti 


sa 


cle 6 of the Charter 
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MA? : 
l. Crimes against peace, 


As President of one of the + lvare organizations for the victims 
of the war, witness realized that the unity among the Germans which was 
Started in 1935 would not only be stopped but might be smashed for always by 
another war, That was why these discussions by the various war veterans had 
such a great repercussion among the men of the SAs, the Party and the entire 
German people (Pages 429 and 430) 


II. Knowledge of Criminal Activities., 
Witness was certain that until the last moment before the war his 


hopes of cooperation between the various war veterans was shared by the come 
rades of other nations (Page 430), 


Summarized by: I. D. MclIlwraith 
Assistant Commissioner 












SUMMARY OF EVIDENCE OF LUDWIG OLDACH VITE | Hw ill 


FOR THE GESTAPC ORGANIZATION TAKEN BEFORE 
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A COMMISSION ON 10 . JNE 1946 AT 1100 HOURS 


TRANSCRIPT PACS 728 TO 773 





JBJECT: Organization, Personnel, , onstruction, Tasks and Activities 
of the Gestapo in Schweren Mecklenburg and other Gestapo 
Districts, with addition 1 cons sideration for voluntary nature 
of Gestapo Membership. 


Witness was a menber of the Nazi Party from 1925 (pe 751). 
He had entered the Mecklenburg Ju -ice Department in 1905 and became judi- 
cial trainee in 1908, working with various local district courts until 
A He was with the Mecklenburg rinance Department from 1917 to 1920 
and from the Latter date until 1928 was with the Reichs Finance Depart- 
ane as Tax Inspector and as Chief Tax Inspector from 1928 until 1933. 
In 1933 he was made Chief of the Political Police in Mecklenburg, in 
which position he was also in charge of the Criminal Police., He remained 
in charge of the Gestapo in Mecklenvourg district until the end of the ware 


(pe 728) 


Cross examination elicited from him the fact that he had been 
active in Party politics since 19253, at which time he was Ortsgruppen- 
leitere. From 1930 to fig” he was Kreisleiter. He became Standarten- 
tuehrer in the SS at the time of the coordination decree and attained his 


ca 


SS rank because of his rank in the Gestapos (pe 752) 
Ie Activities Relatins to ‘rticle 6 of the Charter, 


le Structure and Activities of the Gestapo 
In Meck noure 





At the time of his appoinment in 1933 witness was in charge 
of both the Gestapo and Criminal Police in Mecklenburg, Prior to this 
date there had not been any Political Police detachment or office there, 
and the Gestapo stayed within the Criminal State Police Department nti 


31 March J 1937e In 193k, however, the Gestapo was given equal rights with 
the Criminal Police, and both were under the Pol ice Department of the 
State of MeckLenburge 

Witness had i Civil Service employees in his department, all 


of whom were former members of the Pegional Sta te Police Department. 
Having been dravm fen Criminal Police, Regular Police and Gendarmerie 
BEARS. ee economic and social administration of the department was 
handled by the Mecklenburg police. Only l of the 15 were Party members 
prior to 193 and some, but not 211, joined the Party after that date. 


Ww 
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Thus transfer to the Political Police Department was purely an admini- 
strative step in the history of these Civil Service employcese (pp 730, 
m | r r) \ 


As Chief of the Political Police, witness concerned himself 
with discovering and finding org nizations and factions hostile to the 
ateo eae investigations included the possible criminal activities of 
Aoh and Party officials ard reports to both the State and Party on all 
jor TA Eii iia Fv this work his denartment was split in to 
for itia Fao (1) for perronne 3; (2) for economic matters; (3) for 
the SD and (h) was divided into (A) snformation concerning socialism and 
ia or (5) opposition to the Nationalist Socialist movement and, 
during war, activities hostile to the national causes (C) investigation 
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of alleged criminal activity of Party members and matters concerning the 











church, Free Masons, and Jews; and (D) counter espionage and foreign 
informations (pp 733, 13L) 


He received orders fron t Reich's Security Office, from the 

otadthalter who was also the Gauleiter, and from the State Minister 
(pe 73h). He was not under the supervision of the Gauleiter as such 
but sipiy because the Gauleiter happened to be Stadthalter (pə 771)- 
He made a case to casc report to the Stadthalter and, during the war 
years, reported verbally to him every two weeks (pe 73k). The only 
nid deed reports he sent to political sub-leaders occurred when he 

cnorted to them the results of the investigations they requested 
tp. 73h). Witness! oral re ort to the Gauleiter every two weeks was 
required after an incident : which 2 State cmployee had illegally taken 
a man into protective custody, fter witness! protest of this violation. 


The Gauleiter asked him to report ee espionage; the 
smuggling of forcign currency by hich Party members; an attempt by the 
landed nobility vo OEREN a rea Sionary ra the anti-social 
conduct of estate owners; and allc, cd communists. (pe 75h) 


The Gestapo employed no information agents, as such, mi 
secured most of their information from the local police leaders, the 
gondarmneric, the SD, the Party lc vers, and specially loeta comrades 
in the war plants. One official was charged with securing the informa- 
tion with respect to the church, the Jews and the Free Masons, which was 
an casy task in Mecklenbure because the Free Mason Chapters had been 
closed in 193. There were only °22 Jews in the areae (pp 755, 756, 757) 


The SD was quite independent of witness! department but he knew 
the leaders of the Liaison Office in Rostock. The SD came to hin with 
information regarding church activities but he officially had nothing to 
do with theme 


Political groups and officials continuously attempted to influ- 
ence hin in his work and his relations with the Kreisleitcrs were not 
of the boste He cited examples of work against lawlessness within the 
Party as follows: prosecution of a high SA leader for embezzlencnt$ 
report against SA men for assault and disturbing the peace} investiga- 
tion of an attack alleged against an Ortsgruppenleiter which culninated 
in the conviction of the latter for murder in 192 and the arrest of a 
hich Gau administrative officer for aiding a murderer. (pp 73h, 735) 


Prior to 1937 Gestapo «ffic rs were trained either in the school 
Schwevin or at the police schoo. at Jharlottenburg. After 1937 trainecs 
in the lower brackets attended police school and higher officers went 
first to Charlottenburg and later to Fuerstenburge Police schools con- 
sidered that actual occupational t.aining and the cua boas of fanatical 


re 


fighters for the NSDAP were both iu.portant. (pp 735, 736) 
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Secret messages were recorded in a day book in his office and 
one officer was appointed to harale these. Secrecy was enjoined and 
witness made a quarter annual chcovxeup. (pp 736, 762) 


Persons arrested by the Gestapo were brought to prisons which 
wore run by the Ortspolizei officers. The Gestapo had no prisons of 
thkair om in his area, Interrog.cions took place within the Gestapo 
building or at the office of the ocal police, Witness was sure that 
no torvsurecs or abuses occurred dur: ing the interrogations in his office 
because he wis able to Bastar check against them. (pp 737, 738) 


After interrogation the suspect was brought back to the justice 
Prison, his alibis cxamined and his trustworthiness investigated, and he 
was then cither brought to court or set free. According to Police 
Department investigation rules, representation by a lawyer was not 
allowed, (pp 730, 739) 
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Protest to the Reichts ‘fain Security Office was allowed through 
cial channels against protective custody. These protests sometimes 
ught results. (De 739) 


The Gestapo was required towo rk with the State Attorney and 
cooperation between the department of the witness and that office was 
correct and good, (pe 739) 


The Gestapo was authoriv l the use of harsh methods in intcrro- 
gations but the witness considere: that this was a permissive regulation 
and he refused to allow third degroe methods within his department. The 
witness, in addition, wrote 3 protesting report against the order which 
authorized these methodse (pp 73°, 772) 


There was an order requiring that the Department Chief of a Civil 
service employee had to be notified of the impending arrest of one of his 


nai The Dian adopted this policy in an arrest he made in 19) of 


Wilts sen, the Chief Forestry %:ficer of Schwevin, After investigation 


k repor rbeod to Berlin recommending velease and Willisen was releasede 
Later Willisen told him that he had been connected with the incident of 
July 20, 19lbe (pe 70) 


The Gestapo had nothing to do with prisoner of war camps; 
although the camp of New Brandenbu:'y was in his areae The witness 
remembered a decree from the Reich!s Main Security Office requiring 
Gestapo conmissions to sort out racial and political undesirablese 

He nominated men to go to Bcrlin for this work and they then came 

under the direct supervisic. of the Reich? Main Security Office, 

After about five weeks the :an dele~ited to work at Now Brandenburg 
prisoner of war camp reported t thc witness that it was impossible for 
him to select ary A age sons bos igre he had no files concerning theme 
Gradually the whole matter was for-otten in his area, Witness believed 
that the order sett tha segre tion but not 

and no prisoner wos selected, much less, execut 

best of his knowledge. (pp 72, 71:3, 765) 


a 
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ed in his area, to the 


Foreign workers in his area who were absent from work more. than 
once reccived 10 days! protective custody and further repeatcrs received 
up to three weeks in the Justice rison or the State Welfare House in 
auestroWe Many workers preferred this sentence to work in the factories, 
Persans recciving up to 8 weeks went to the labor camp at Hogerwelle near 
otettin. Witness always investirated the reason for the absence and when 
he found that the fault lay with whe factory or with the farmer the 
worker was sent to a better place of employment. (ne 75 


Witness did not receive the "commando decrec" and search for 
enemy flicrs was POOR EEEOS by the order and criminal police, not oy the 
Gestapo (p. 745). Sabotare at the Yeinkel, Arado and Dornier plan 
plants was negligible and usually traced to people working in the 
factorye ( De 7] 15) 

wher leeds spe sired information he contacted the Personnel 

ich's Main Securit: Office or Dre Best and, after nis 
resignation, Mue eller, The witness was not in good standing with Heydrich 
who thoucht he was too BAA tice These ncctines vith Bost and 
Mueller were not general mectings together with othor leaders of the 
Gestapo but were individue. conferences for which he applied and to which 


ie received a summons, (pr 746, 747, 765) 
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The witness had never scen 3943 PS USA Exhibit 86). which is a 


rane He Boece ass i ee EL Die aye Lee it ee Oy op he 
or.es of reports regarding the Eastern Occuptcd territories, nor had he 
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seen U5 0003070 PS, a covering leter from Heydrich, enclosing a report 


to Reients Letense Commission, It is 

in witness! arca, was Reichis Defense Commissioner for the Mocklouburg 
part of Wehrkreis 2 but Schwede-i. nurg was Defense Corm~zssioner for the 
Pomerania part of Wehrkreis 2, 
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On November 9, 1938 there was a meeting between the Gestapo 
officials, officials of the SD anc of the Inspectors in Munich. Witness 
attended this meeting and heard Hedrich state that upon orders of 
Hitler, instigated by Dr. Goebbels. an anti-semitic demonstration was 
due to starte The pretext for th’s pogrom was the death of von Rathe 
Heydrich expressed his disagreeme::t with Goebbels and his disapproval 
of the proposed activitiese He stated the duty of the Gestapo was to 
protect against the destruction of property of the Jewse (p. 7h45) 


2e <Anti-Jeyish Activities of 1938 = | 
Part playec D) 





By the time the witness arrived at Mecklenburg, a teletype 

message had reached his deputy who had caused a guard to be placed so 

to avoid pluncering. This teletype was in opposition to what Heydrich 
had stated but witness believed that the teletype had originated in 
Himmler and that Heydrich had to vass a lawe (pp 748, 768) The actions 
against the Jsws had already occurred when the witness arrived home. 
Shovs were demolished in Schwerin and Rostock. No synagogues were burned 
in Mecklenburg and no Jews were arrested. The destruction of property 
was accolzlished by the SA and the Partye (pe. 767) 


Witness did not know of Eichmann nor of the fact that Eichmann 
was in charge of the Jewish Commission within Amt IV, He had received 
from the Reichts Main Security Office its plan of organization which he 
had looked over but did not vememter the names of peoplee He did not 
participate in a discussion with the Reichts Main Security Office of 
Amt IV regarding the final solution cf the Jewish questione (Ds 76) 


3. Concentration Camps 


There was no concentration camp in the neighborhood of Mecklen- 
burge Ravensbruck belonged to the State Prussian, Inmates of Ravens- 
bruck worked in witness! sector an? in 19); there were complaints that 
the Ravensbruck people who worked in the factory were fed better than 
the German workers, On investigation this was found to be true. Witness 
visited Ravensbruck in 1937 but stayed for only one hour. (pp 74l, 742) 
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Ordinarily subordinates of the witness did not accompany train 
transports to the concentration camps but once during 1943 his department 
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request to be shown Thevesenstandt was turned down. | (p. 7:2) 






















































The witness received the "kugel decree" which provided for three 
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groups in concentration camps: (4, Persons who could b 
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e) Those who after local arrest cculd be bettered, (3) those WRO were 
pure criminals and were completely anti-social (De Th) « According to 
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the witness the decree specified that all, except officers and non- 
commissic.ed officers, were to be sent to eaat camps, and there 
was another decree which saia that Russian prisoners of war who had cor~ 
mitted a crime during their life-time were to be sent to concentration 
commSe (De 70L) He daroia the word "bultet decree" (kugel bine 
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o mean that persons in Group 3 would receive 2 chain and balle (pe 7 Th) 
~ mrp™ Pa ~ s c "aW a P a sa r on L Ta me. 4. a m ae en an | ares 
There were no prisoners of war in the witness! district who came under 
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this decree and, therefore. witness had ne ocrascion bo carry ovt the 


decrece (pp. 7h s 764) 

















Witness never heard of the "Nacht und Nebel Decree" but remembered 



































that there were 2 or 2 prisoners no, according to this deerec, should 
have been sent to a concentration ame He answored the request of the 
Chief Stote Attormey in IFehruary of 1945 by the statement that he did 
not nave: ror concentration camp i~ his area and wouid not send the men 
elsewhers wid out an order from the Reichts inin Security Office. 





(pp Ih, 74:6) 
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(De 53) 


Ye never had any difficu"*y with 
there were very few members in his district. 
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tense situation in church matters 
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1815 PS US 510, was the occasion 
the SuTpOSe of this mectinre 


which 
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Roman Catholic Church, of 
did remember receiving 
in Catholic action in 
from Berlin and he 
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on orders 


was instructed to quarter him in ^n diction towne He did this and he remem= 
bered Dre Ohondcht. expressing surprise that he was so well treated, 
(pp 758, 759) 

Ile Evidence of Voluntary or Compulsory Membership v 
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ĝi rd, therefore, discharges were lONe 

for transfer to other police groups were not heeded and the witness 
remembered that in the case of one amployce who trying to join the Army 
wrote directly to thi Air Ministry, he, the witness, was instructc d to 
threaten heavy fines. There was issued later an order which specifically 
forbade any such requests. Some of the witness! subordinates were members 
of the Board of Police afte ' 1933. They did not like thelr work but LU 
Was 0! ay NER Beers difficulty and b means of \eénding unfavorable reports 
sf their aptitude as policemen that the witness was able to secure for 

hom releases fror police work. (py 732, 732) 

As an examnole of the comp. lsory nature of the service of many 

people in the Gestapo, the witness mentioned his deputy, First Kriminal- 
Kommissar lip rdt, who was appo" d in 193l. This man had not applied 
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